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What’s sauce for the goose... 


Last month looked like providing the scene 
for are-run of the Gulf War of 1991, with the 
United States and its British lapdog Govern- 
ment squaring up for a fresh blitz against 
Saddam Hussein’s Iraq. The pretext was the 
same as when the two threatened Saddam with 
bombs last January: the Iraqi leader was alleged 
to have a stockpile of dangerous weapons, 
including weapons designed for chemical 
warfare, and the Western ‘Allies’ were insisting 
that he allow free movement in his country for 
a United Nations inspection team sent there to 
ascertain whether the weapons existed or not. 
The movement of this team had been alleged 
to have encountered some obstruction. Hence 
the threat of war. 

Commenting on the January stand-off, we 
suggested that the whole UN (for which read 
American) posture was quite ridiculous. Iraq 
is a sovereign state and entitled to decide who 
and who may not cross its borders. It is not a 
crime for a sovereign state to have a system of 
weapons with.which to defend itself. Their use 
in offensive action is another matter, but the 
idea that Saddam may intend this belongs to 
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fantasy. With the United States and its satellites 
just waiting for an excuse to blast him to 
Kingdom Come, could it really be supposed he 
would be that stupid? 

But the saga has been given a new twist by 
the latestnews. On November 1 5th The Sunday 
Times reported that nearby Israel was planning 
a devastating new weapon: an ‘ethnic’ bomb. 
And who revealed this? Why, none other than 
the Israelis themselves. Said the report:- 


‘Israel is working on a biological weapon 
that would harm Arabs but not Jews, 
according to Israeli military and western 
intelligence sources. The weapon, targeting 
victims by ethnic origin, is seen as Israel’s 
response to Iraq’s threat of chemical and 
biological attacks.’’ 


Just how would such a weapon work? The 
report continued:- 


‘*In developing their ‘ethno-bomb’, Israeli 
scientists are trying to exploit medical 
advances by identifying genes carried by 
some Arabs, then create a gentically 
modified bacterium or virus. 

‘‘The intention is to use the ability of 
viruses and certain bacteria to alter the 
DNA inside their host’s living cells. The 
scientists are trying to engineer deadly 
micro-organisms that attack only those 
bearing the distinctive genes.”’ 


So, the ultimate horror — a ‘racist’ bomb! 
And it’s the Israelis who are making it. An 
interesting question: if this bomb is being 
developed, as reported, in response to 
threatened attacks by the Iraqis, the assumption 
must be that, should such a threat materialise, 
Iraq would be its target. In other words, the 
Israelis don’t mind killing innocent Iraqis, 
including children, as long as Jews in the 
country —nota huge number— are unaffected. 
Or do those working on the bomb have a 
further use for it in mind? Might it not come in 
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extremely handy in counter-insurgency 
operations in Israel itself in areas where 
Palestinian Arabs and Jews live in close 
proximity and the former can be exterminated 
while the latter are left unharmed? 

Whatever the answer to this last question, 
we must ask another one: when are Anglo- 
American operations against Israel going to 
begin? After all, have not the Israelis 
themselves admitted that they have in the 
pipeline a weapon of human destruction far 
more diabolical than any known to be in 
possession of the Iraqis — more diabolical by 
reason of the very fact that it is ‘racist’? 

It is even known where research on the new 
racist bomb is being carried out. According to 
the Sunday Times report, it is based at the 
Biological Institute in Nes Tziyona, described 
as ‘‘the main research facility for Israel’s 
clandestine arsenal of chemical and biological 
weapons.”’ 

So will we now see a UN inspection team 
demanding to be let into Israel to examine 
what is going on at Nes Tziyona, and President 
Clinton ordering his bombers to be on standby 
to attack Israel if this demand is refused? 

We ask this because, as simple folk, we 
would like to know? 


Certain people wanted war 


An exclusive in The Sun of November 17th 
confirmed virtually beyond all doubt, what we 
had long suspected but could not conclusively 
prove, concerning the build-up of American 
and British forces against Iraq. The report, 
headed ‘French blamed for tipping off 
Saddam’, claimed that a coded message alleged 
to come from French sources warned the Iraqi 
leader that the Allies were a mere ten minutes 
away from launching 300 Cruise missiles 
against him, followed by an air assault using 
RAF Tornados. This just gave him time to fax 
a letter to the United Nations indicating his 
climb-down. 

The report went on to say that the French had 
dismissed as ‘shameful’ the allegation that 
they had been responsible for the leak. The 
Sun leader column, supplementing the report, 
said of the story:- 


‘‘If that’s true — and they angrily deny it 
— they should be ashamed.”’ 


Just why any of this should be a matter of 
‘shame’ was not explained. Was such a leak 
anything to feel guilty about? In the event, it 
prevented war and the sacrifice of possibly 
thousands of lives, Iraqi civilians as well as 
American and British service personnel. Surely 
anything that achieved that result was to be 
commended. 

But not according to The Sun and, by all 
accounts, the US and British Governments. If 
they felt sore at the French for passing on a 
message that stopped a war, and at least some 
ofthe French in their turn felt that that message 
was something to feel guilty about, this would 
indicate that certain very powerful people, 
politicians and media, did not want a solution 


to the dispute but wanted to hit Iraq regardless. 
It appears that they were very put out that, at 
the very last moment, they were deprived ofan 
excuse to do so. 

And these are the people who talk 
sanctimoniously ofan ‘ethical’ foreign policy! 


Meanwhile, over in Ulster... 


As Tony was talking tough to the Iraqis last 
month, promising violence and mayhem 
against them ifthey did not co-operate with the 
UN weapons inspection team, it was announced 
(Sunday Telegraph, November 15th) that 204 
terrorists had been freed from jails in Northern 
Ireland under the ‘Early Release Scheme’ set 
up by the Government following last year’s 
Good Friday Agreement. Though some of 
these were members of loyalist paramilitary 
groups, the vast majority belonged to the IRA. 

And as this was happening not one single 
IRA weapon had so far been surrendered. No 
UN inspection teams suggested here! 


Poetic justice 


We may perhaps be permitted a certain 
schadenfreude when beholding what happened 
to former Welsh Minister Ron Davies last 
month. The sequence went something like 
this: Labour politician goes for walk on 
common. Meets Rastafarian. gets engaged in 
friendly chat with said Rastafarian. Two agree 
to go for a meal. Labour politician invites 
Rasta to ride with him inhis car. Politician gets 
held up at knife-point and robbed of his wallet 
and mobile ’phone. Ends up dumped (without 
car) in dangerous high-crime area of Brixton 
as Rastafarian (with car) speeds off. The story 
is utterly hilarious and invites the comment: it 
couldn’t have happened to a better fellow! 

But of course, as everyone now knows, 
there was a bit more to it than that. The 
common where Ron chose to go walkies was 
Clapham Common, in South London, probably 
the most notorious haunt in the country of men 
identified by dirty raincoats. When Ron 
subsequently reported his version of what had 
happened to the police, the latter smelled a rat. 
Why would anyone in such a place pick up a 
total stranger and the next moment be taking 
him in his car on the way to a cosy dinner — 
unless there was some ulterior motive not up 
to that point explained. And why, a short while 
afterwards, did the Welsh Minister hand in his 
resignation as a member of the Government if 
all that had happened to him was that he had 
got mugged and car-jacked? In that part of 
London, such things are the lot ofa great many 
people every week. 

Of course, the whole story eventually came 
out and confirmed what most streetwise people 
had known from the beginning. Ron had 
inadvertently ‘outed’ himselfin a most bizarre 
way as one of the Labour hierarchy’s 
disproportionately high number of sexual 
perverts (five in the Cabinet at the present 


count— with possibly more yet to be revealed). 


While it has not yet been established — and he 


on the 


(Davies) has not yet admitted — that he went 
onto the common looking for you-know-what, 
we had better refrain from alleging that that 
was his purpose. Readers will be able to make 
their own deductions, as the vast majority of 
the British public by now will already have 
done. ; 

It was not a very good month for the New 
Labour Government, what with two others of 
its members being exposed as belonging to the 
same club as Mr. Davies. A big question is: 
were these people given their Cabinet jobs by 
the Prime Minister in the knowledge of their 
particular proclivities? And from this there 
arises an even bigger question: given that 
Tony knew, did he appoint them despite those 
proclivities or because of them? 

Just one good thing may come out ofall this. 
An awful lot of British people may be starting 
to find out what sort of a government they 
voted for on May Ist last year. 


‘Coelin’ lays down 
the law to Britain 


US Army boss General Colin (who pro- 
nounces himself ‘Coelin’) Powell, though his 
command of forces in wartime is limited to 
battalion level in Korea and Vietnam, is today 
being spoken of by the media in the tones of 
reverence normally reserved for Napoleon, 
Wellington, MacArthur and Rommel. The 
reason? Gen. Powell is, as most people know, 
black; and our chattering classes, ever on the 
look-out for a military genius belonging to 
that minority, have truly taken him into their 
arms. 

But Powell does not seem very grateful for 
the adulation he is getting in this country. 
Recently he has issued a stern demand to 
British service chiefs that they step up their 
drive to make the British armed forces fully 
‘multi-racial’ and indeed ‘anti-racist’. Powell 
ofcourseis, like his Presidentand Government, 
a globalist— which means that he sees it as his 
business to interfere in affairs beyond the 
borders of the United States. 
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Many will know that the drive to make 
Britain’s armed forces ‘multi-ethnic’ has been 
in operation for some years now, but those 
forces are still a long way behind those of 
America in the task of racial integration — the 
strenuous efforts of Prince Charles not- 
withstanding. 

So just why is it so important to Britain to 
have ‘non-racial’ armed forces? Pardon us if 
we seem dim, but we always thought that the 
purpose of armed forces was to defend the 
country — which means, ofcourse, that fighting 
capability is the all-important priority. 

Now fighting in war is something that Britons 
have traditionally been very good at. It is not 
that our military performance has always been 
super-efficient. Second- and third-rate 
generalship has, at times across history, resulted 
in our having our share of military disasters. 
What is commonly acknowledged throughout 
the world is that the ordinary British fighting 
man— given capable commanders — is second 
to none (for reference, we recommend the 
two-part article by Stephen Schwamenfeld, a 
German-American writer, in our September 
and October issues). 

What is the cause of this? Well, tradition 
and discipline certainly have something to do 
with it. But those things would not be enough 
on their own. Dare we say it, but it does seem 
that there is something in the genes of the 
Anglo-Celtic stocks of these islands that 
produces an abnormal number of fine warriors 
on land, on the sea and in the air. And for the 
short span of history in which Australians, for 
instance, have served in battle, these innate 
qualities seem to reproduce themselves. 
Deference to hierarchy ofrank is less willingly 
given by Australian servicemen than by those 
of the United Kingdom, so that among Aussies 
discipline operates in a rather different way. 
But the end product is nevertheless one of 
superb fighters in war. The genes again — 
most Australians are still of British stock, and 
an even higher proportion were so in World 
Wars I and II. 

If a particular race is very good at doing 
something, would it not be sensible to allow it 
to go on doing it? After all, we praise the 
prowess of black athletes — particularly in the 
shorter distances on track. Today white men 
and women hardly get a look in in these events 
in the Olympics. Yet do we find ‘liberals’ and 
‘anti-racist’ people demanding that Whites 
should be more strongly represented in the 
100m and 200m finals, and threatening 
Olympic officials with trouble if they are not? 
A great many of the best chefs in British 
restaurants and hotels are Latins. We are still 
waiting for agitation by the ‘anti-racists’ for 
more native Britons to be given their jobs. 

So what is wrong with British armed forces 
being led and manned predominantly, if not 
entirely, by the English, Scots, Irishand Welsh 
who have formed their backbone in the past? 
After all, what is more important: politically 
correct social engineering or national security 
against our external enemies? 
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THE CONSPIRACY 


AGAINST FREE SPEECH 


Jewish group tries to sabotage BNP rally 


IN the run-up to the British National 
Party’s Annual Rally scheduled for the 
29th November this year, the party has 
experienced considerable difficulty 
securing a venue for the event. It is quite 
clear that there has been a carefully co- 
ordinated project, operating over a large 
part of the country, to locate premises 
where the BNP might be intending to 
make bookings and thereupon sabotage 
the bookings by the threat of dem- 
onstrations and rioting. 

First, something of the background 
should be explained. Past experience has 
made it abundantly clear to us that the 
BNP does not have an earthly chance of 
negotiating the hire of publicly-owned 
meeting halls by arrangement with the 
local authorities concerned — not at least 
if the party makes its applications in its 
own name. The vast majority of local 
authorities in the United Kingdom are 
now Labour or Liberal-Democrat- 
controlled. The parties controlling these 
local authorities have aacknowlged quite 
openly that they refuse to grant hire of 
premises to ‘racists’ — whether or not the 
theme of the planned meetings has 
anything to do with ‘racism’, or indeed 
even if the meeting in question is a strictly 
internal one to which the general public 
are not admitted. With regard to the few 
remaining Tory-controlled local auth- 
orities, experience has told us that they 
too are not likely to grant the hire of halls 
to us or — in the unlikely event of this 
happening — stick to their booking 
arrangement in the event of pressure being 
subsequently applied against them. 

The BNP has therefore been forced to 
adopt what it has seen as its best policy for 
enabling its rallies to be held. This is to 
negotiate the hire of meeting halls with 
private bodies not subject in the same 
way to political pressures. However, even 
here the booking of meeting premises can 
easily be undone by threats against the 
owners or managers of those premises. 
One such threat is of public demon- 
strations which could lead to disorder 
and damage. Another is of bombs being 


Page 4 


planted in the premises. Empty though 
the latter kind of threat invariably is, it 
normally suffices to frighten owners and 
management against granting us hire. 

For these reasons, it has become 
necessary for bookings to be made under 
the names of ‘front’ bodies which do not 
disclose the identity of the party and then 
for the venues to be kept absolutely secret 
right up to the last moment before the 
meetings begin. People attending are 
directed to assembly points, from where 
they are then taken to the place of meeting 
by stewards carefully briefed for the 
purpose. 


UNDEMOCRATIC 

The party dislikes this secrecy and 
subterfuge, but the policy is one thrust 
upon it by the conditions under which it 
is forced to operate by the attitude of the 
local authorities controlling meeting halls 
that are supposed to be at the disposal of 
the tax-paying public. The party’s policy 
has been criticised as ‘dishonest’, but is 
this ‘dishonesty’ greater or less than that 
of public authorities who claim to be 
‘democratic’ but deny the right of assembly 
to those political groups they dislike? The 
day when the BNP is granted this right of 
assembly will be the day when it can 
become completely open about declaring 
its identity in booking premises for 
meetings. 

Over the past eighteen years, the BNP 
has acquired premises for its annual rallies 
by the methods dictated. In each case, at 
the end of the day the owners of the 
premises in question have had no just 
cause for dissatisfaction. The booking 
fees have been paid, the meetings have 
proceeded in perfect order and the 
premises have been left tidy and 
undamaged at the end. Usually, the staff 
present at the premises hired, having 
ascertained the identity of the hirers, 
have reacted with the utmost friendliness 
and goodwill after the meetings have 
finished. 

With each successful annual rally, 
however, certain opponents of the BNP 


have become ever more determined to 
sabotage rallies in the future. It has 
become clear that people have been 
organised around the country to locate 
the owners or management of meeting 
halls in their areas of the size required 
and put pressure upon them, usually 
down the telephone, to refuse bookings 
to the BNP — or indeed to any 
organisation applying for hire on the 
appointed rally date which might be a 
front for the BNP. 

In January 1997 the party, operating 
behind one such front, had arranged the 
hire of an assembly room at a hotel in 
Shepperton, Middlesex. The very same 
room had been used for a rally just over 
three years previously, which, like the 
others, had proceeded in prefect order 
and without the owners being given the 
slightest cause for complaint. On this 
occasion, the hotel management received 
a telephone call on the evening before the 
meeting was scheduled. The caller alerted 
the hotel to the fact that the hirers were 
the BNP, and the latter contacted us 
shortly afterwards to cancel the booking. 
By acombination of resourcefulness and 
good luck, the party managed to secure 
an alternative premises at very short 
notice and the rally passed off successfully. 


“A JEWISH ORGANISATION’ 
But here is the point. When asked to 
explain who were the people who had 
phoned the Shepperton hotel to sabotage 
the party’s booking, a representative of 
the management replied that two or three 
calls had been received but one had been 
on behalf of ‘‘a Jewish organisation.” 
Our subsequent enquiries established 
that another of the calls had come from 
the local police, but it was virtually certain 
that this was the result of the police first 
having been tipped off by this ‘‘Jewish 
organisation.’”’ No doubt, the Jewish 
organisation had informed the police of 
its intention to organise a demonstration 
outside the hotel and the police in turn 
had felt obliged to tip off the hotel 
management as to this possibility. 


* 


For the party’s 1998 annual rally, a 
booking was originally made of a meeting 
room at the Moat House Hotel in 
Northampton. Within a matter of hours 
of the booking having been applied for 
and accepted, the hotel phoned back and 
informed us that they had felt obliged to 
cancel on the grounds that it was believed 
the intention of the hirers was to hold ‘“‘a 
political meeting.’ 

A representative of the BNP then 
phoned the hotel manager and asked him 
what had been the source of this 
information. The manager replied that a 
call to the hotel had come from a group 
claiming to be the ‘Jewish Board of 
Deputies.’’ He also said, however, that 
the police had been in touch too. Asked 
why the police had phoned, he said that 
he had gathered from what the police 
spokesman had said that they (the police) 
had received their information concerning 
the meeting from the same source, i.e. the 
Jewish one. The police had alerted the 
hotel manager as to the possibility of 
demonstrations, and the latter told us 
that, out of consideration for his guests, 
he could not take the risk of this 
happening. 


BOARD OF DEPUTIES 


There is an organisation in Britain 
knownas the Board of Deputies of British 
Jews, sometimes referred to in shorthand 
as the ‘Jewish Board of Deputies’. Whilst 
we are quite sure that the members of this 
body do not like BNP meetings being 
held, we are in some doubt as to whether 
the Board would itself be so brazen as to 
make threats in its own name to hotels 
and other providers of meeting facilities. 

What we believe happened was that an 
extreme left-wing Jewish political group 
‘borrowed’ the name of the Board of 
Deputies in order to make its threats to 
the hotel in question. We believe that it 
was this same group that, using much the 
same methods, successfully sabotaged the 
BNP’s booking of the Shepperton hotel in 
January 1997. As to the precise identity of 
this group, we can only guess — but avery 
educated guess would be that the group is 
connected with the far left-wing anti- 
patriotic hate magazine Searchlight, 
edited by Mr. Gerry Gable. 

Whether or not this latter guess is 
correct, the fact remains that the group is 
using the name of the Board of Deputies 
of British Jews in the carrying out of 
activities that are a flagrant violation of 
the long-cherished traditions of British 
democracy and freedom, which decree 
that all political groups, regardless of 
their complexion, have the right of free 
speech and free assembly. 


The party has recently written to the 
Board of Deputies of British Jews to 
ascertain whether in fact the Board does 
acknowledge reponsibilty for the call made 
to the Moat House Hotel in Northampton 
and for other such calls made to the owners 
of meeting premises in order to sabotage 
bookings by the BNP; and, should the 
Board deny this responsibility, whether 
its members are happy about the name of 
their organisation being used for this 
purpose. Not least, the Board has been 
asked whether its members approve of 
efforts to threaten the owners of meeting 
premises in order to dissuade them from 
giving bookings to the BNP. 

But whether it is the official Board of 
Deputies of British Jews that is responsible 
for this outragous subversion of demo- 
cracy, or another organisation making 
unauthorised use of the Board’s name, 
there seems little doubt that there is a 
group of Jewish people in this country 
utterly determined to prevent native-born 
Britons holding meetings, in Great Britain, 
to discuss matters of import to Britain. 


SABOTAGE ATTEMPTS 
Such people might claim that their 

attempts to sabotage these British 
freedoms are justified because the BNP is 
‘anti-semitic’, but in fact it is nothing of 
the kind. The party’s 1997 General Election 
manifesto Britain Reborn makes no 
reference whatever to Jews in any of its 60 
pages. The BNP’s partyelection broadcasts 
on TV and radio at that time made no 
reference to Jews, as neither did any of the 
election addresses posted on behalf of its 
candidates. The BNP has never published 
nor distributed a single anti-Jewish leaflet. 
Just occasionally, periodicals published in 
support of the BNP have featured articles 
critical of the activities of certain individual 
Jews and Jewish groups, just as the same 
periodicals have much more regularly 
featured articles criticising the activities 
of non-Jewish individuals and groups, 
including many individuals and groups 
indigenous to Britain. In 1997 the party 
published a pamphlet entitled The Mind- 
Benders, which was very critical of the 
operations of the mass media in this 
country, and in this pamphlet did not 
hesitate to draw attention to the very large 
over-representation of Jewish people in 
the many branches of the media, notably 
television and the film industry. However, 
the pamphlet made clear inits introductory 
chapter:- 

‘We in the Britis’ National Party do 

nowhere advocate ill-treatment of 

Jews. Those Jews who are loyal to 

Britain, observe the laws of Britain 

and play no part in poisoning the 
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Gerry Gable: Ugly face of intolerance 


minds of the people of Britain, have 
absolutely nothing to fear from us. 
On the other hand, of those who are 
disloyal, break the law and/or play a 
part in poisoning the public mind — 
whether by means of the press, TV 
or any other medium — Gentiles are 
equally guilty as Jews and should be 
treated equally.” 


This statement accurately reflects the 
attitude of the BNP towards British 
citizens of the Jewish faith. For this reason, 
we maintain that the actions of Jewish 
groups in deliberately sabotaging and 
subverting the rights of British people to 
hold lawful meetings in this their country, 
whether political or otherwise, is 
outrageous, reprehensible and wholly 
unacceptable. Indeed, it is this very 
behaviour that is far more likely to increase 
so-called ‘anti-semitism’ in this country 
than to discourage it. 

We therefore make this appeal to a// 
Jewish people and organisations in 
Britain, not just the Board of Deputies as 
referred to earlier, to make their position 
clear on the rights of native-born Britons 
in whose land they reside and in which, 
across history, they have mostly been 
treated with kindness and tolerance: Do 
they endorse or condemn this grossly 
anti-democratic behavour? Do they 
acknowledge that the British National 
Party has the right to hold its own 
meetings just like any other political 
group? Do they grant to the indigenous 
peoples of these islands the same rights 
and freedoms as they would claim for 
themselves? 


CHURCH OF THE 
CREATOR 


Classic books by the late Ben Klassen, one 


of white America’s most outspoken and 
controversial thinkers. Still available:- 
Nature’s Eternal Religion; The White Man’s 
Bible, and many others. Details from PO 
Box 2002, East Peoria, IL 61611, USA 
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YES, IT DOES MATTER WHAT 
PEOPLE DO IN PRIVATE 


JOHN TYNDALL challenges the prevailing 
orthodoxy concerning homosexuals in high places 


OUT OF 17 male members of Tony Blair’s 
‘New Labour’ Cabinet prior to the exposure 
and resignation of former Welsh Secretary 
Ron Davies, no fewer than four— nearly 25 
per cent — are now known to be, not to put 
too fine a point on it, ‘queer’, while a fifth 
member, Angela Eagle, last year outed 
herself as a lesbian. And those are just the 
ones we know about! What fresh disclosures 
we can expect over the coming months 
concerning the sexual orientation of our 
rulers is anyone’s guess. 

You will note that in describing these people 
I have used the time-honoured English word 
familiar in bars, army billets, rugby dressing 
rooms, on factory floors and building sites and 
just about everywhere else where normal 
British people meet and talk — rather than the 
politically correct term ‘gay’, mafidatory these 
days among journalists, broadcasters, the 
academic profession and of course the political 
class. My dictionary defines ‘gay’ as ‘lively, 
bright, sportive, merry, cheerful’. Many people 
are of this disposition most of the time, and 
nearly all of us feel and display it some of the 
time. It has always seemed to me a gross insult 
to this majority of normal folk that such a term 
has now become synonymous with the 
proclivities of a moral and social underworld 
which our ancestors despised for the same 
very good reasons that they despised and 
loathed many other cults and behaviour patterns 
now regarded as acceptable. 


Wisdom of our ancestors 

These ancestors, you see, were wiser people 
than we are — and here of course by ‘we’ I 
mean those who adhere to the current popular 
consensus. They, our ancestors, made Britain 
one of the greatest, most powerful and 
successful nations in the world; the upholders 
of the current popular consensus have, within 
just two generations, reduced to wreckage 
almost everything that those ancestors built. 
Who the hell do the latter think they are to 
insist they know best? 


These sentiments concerning sexual 
orientation are of course thoroughly ‘homo- 
phobic’, and that, these days, is a very terrible 
thing to be. ‘Homophobic’, by the yardstick of 
current fashion, is second only to ‘racist’ as 
the adjective every respectable, ambitious, 
upwardly mobile in-person dreads like the 
bubonic plague. It has been most amusing 
during the past month to observe newspaper 
columnist after newspaper columnist engage 
in the most intricate verbal acrobatics inorder 
to comment disapprovingly on senior 
government officials who lie about picking up 
other men on commons and in public toilets, 
while protecting his precious journalistic 
posterior by insisting that he has nothing 
against people being ‘gay’, and by making the 
familiar ritual denunciations of ‘homophobia’. 


Instinct and experience 

Writing in this magazine, I am bound by no 
such rules. I can speak with the voice of 
instinct, but I can also back up that voice of 
instinct by reference to a certain degree of 
knowledge and experience of pederasts. 

But first, instinct. Our ancestors — to whom 
I refer again with no apology because I think 
they had something to teach us — did not find 
a conflict between the promptings of instinct 
and reason. They understood that the heritage 
of reason that underlay civilisation was very 
largely the product of what countless 
generations before them felt in their guts to be 
right. 

Where instinct is concerned, I will confess 
unashamedly that I am personally nauseated 
and repelled by feminine men whenever I 
encounter them, just as I am equally nauseated 
and repelled by masculine women. Now of 
course the liberal-progressive would instantly 
seize upon this confession as proof that I am 
someone ruled by primitive emotions rather 
than by rational thought. But he would be 
incorrect. In the first place, true folk-wisdom 
ofthe kind on which our ancestors built strong 
and enduring societies was, as indicated, inno 


small way based on gut instincts of what was 
right and wrong, natural and unnatural, healthy 
and unhealthy. In the second place, practical 
experience of dealing with people of 
perversions in the course of leading a political 
organisation convinced me years ago that 
such people amount to trouble the moment 
they are allowed anywhere to coagulate 
together and wield influence. 


‘Doing the job alright’ 

One newspaper report dealing with the 
‘outing’ of Trade & Industry Secretary Peter 
Mandelson claimed that a survey of his 
constituents in Hartlepool found that the 
reaction of the majority was that: ‘‘It doesn’t 
matter if he’s ‘that way’ as long as he does his 
job alright.’ Now I don’t know how accurate 
or representative this survey was, but if it was 
as reported it would indicate the people of that 
constituency must have changed quite a bit 
from the north-easterners I knew in my army 
days, who were generally sensible and down- 
to-earth fellows who had no time for ‘pansies’ 
or ‘backside-bandits’ (a slight refinement of 
the actual term we used to use for such people). 
However, it is quite possible that forty-odd 
years of incessant propaganda in support of 
sexual perversion may have induced even 
these once robust-spirited folk to doubt their 
instincts and join inthe clamour for ‘tolerance’. 

But the big question is whether perverts can 
and do ‘‘do their jobs alright.’ And in 
considering this we must must consider a 
great many more factors than mere technical 
competence — factors which operate across a 
great range of occupations where the people 
in question exercise authority over others and 
make decisions which affect others. And these 
factors apply with extra special weight when 
it comes to government and national 
leadership. 

No-one should need telling that men and 
women differ in a vast number of ways beyond 
their sexual and reproductive functions: they 
differ in body structure and physical capacity, 


ls Britain being run by a gay Mafia of 
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The Sun newspaper in a front-page challenge to Tony Blair (9th November) 
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character, mental processes, emotions, 
temperament, instincts, virtues, vices and a 
thousand other things. Ancestral wisdom has 
long recognised these differences and 
developed asystem of social rules and customs 
that take them into account. It has been at our 
peril that in recent times we have deviated so 
drastically from these rules and customs — 
with all the tragic social and family dysfunction 
that is now plain to see. 

And if it is obvious that men and women 
differ so fundamentally, should it not be equally 
obvious that the man-woman and the woman- 
man, the sexual deviant who belongs neither 
firmly to one gender nor to the other, will also 
differ fundamentally, again, from normal 
heterosexual people, whether male or female, 
in the various attributes that I have listed, and 
many more besides? 


Homos in the party 

I have referred to my own experience of 
some of these people. I will admit that it is not 
as extensive as that of some others, but it is not 
negligible. I offer it for what it is worth — and 
in doing so I am compelled to generalise 
somewhat: attributes found to be fairly widely 
prevalent do not occur equally in every 
individual case, if at all. 

I found it difficult to come to terms with the 
idea that homosexuals would be attracted to a 
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political party which believed in the very 
traditionalist values identified with the National 
Front as it was in the 1970s, and in which 
popular attitudes towards sexual deviation 
were generally, ifnot wholly, hostile. I therefore 
could not quite believe it when people began 
to tell me that certain members of that party, 
including some in quite senior positions, were 
of that inclination. In time, however, the 
evidence of this became too clear-cut for me to 
continue doubting it. The question then became 
simply one of what could be done about this 
new and alarming phenomenon. 

I did not then possess leadership powers of 
the kind I now possess in the BNP. I was 
simply the Chairman of a committee of 20, 
with one vote on that committee along with 
everyone else. It did not take me long to 
ascertain that should I table a motion on this 
committee for the expulsion of all known 
homosexuals from the party there was a strong 
possibility — indeed it later materialised into 


a probablity — that the motion would be 
defeated, and that in the process a hornet’s nest 
of division and acrimony would be stirred up 
which would render the running of the party 
much more difficult than before. 

The committee, of course, represented the 
‘intelligentsia’ of the party, comprising as it 
did members with a higher average level of 
education than among the general membership. 
I found among these colleagues an attitude on 
this question that was far more liberal than 
among the rank and file. In a way, the National 
Front of that time constituted a microcosm of 
the nation which it was its ambition to win 
over. Rather than attack this internal sore 
head-on, I decided that I would have to bide 
my time in working to remove it. 

I vividly recall the long and contentious 
discussions I had with some of my colleagues 
on the subject. Their arguments for a more 
liberal approach to the phenomenon were fairly 
typical of those that had come into fashion at 
the time throughout society as a whole. The 
arguments were, I had to admit, intellectually 
plausible to a degree. They pointed to the great 
talents of some of the people who were on the 
homo suspect list and how they had been 
employed to the benefit of the party. They 
urged upon me that we were now living in 
more ‘tolerant’ times and that public attitudes 
on this question were not as hardened as they 
once had been. 


Revulsion 


None of this reduced my own inner loathing 
and revulsion of homosexuality and the 
determination that eventually the party would 
have to be purged of it, but at that time I had to 
confess that I could offer nothing beyond this 
loathing and revulsion as a reason for such a 
purge. Would I be right in insisting on a course 
which could result in great divisions in the 
party merely in pursuit of a personal phobia? 
On the other hand, what I could clearly see was 
that the matter was causing huge and growing 
division already — in the ranks of the general 
membership, ifnot among the party’s hierarchy. 
A huge row was certain if I acted, while an 
equally huge row was brewing if I didn’t. 

As the party’s history records, I did eventually 
act in January 1980, and the result was that the 
National Front broke up into pieces, never to 
recover again. I defend this action on the 
grounds that the break-up would have occurred 
anyway, as undoubtedly it would — probably 
with even worse consequences had the problem 
been allowed to go on festering. The experience 
of the break-up that occurred, however, was 
enormously instructive as to what can happen 
when liberal attitudes to sexual perversion 
prevail in an organisation, be it a political 
party or a whole apparatus of state, and 
homosexuals are regarded as differing from 
other people only in their sexual preferences. 

What I found was that homosexuals, when 
they join an organisation, though they may 
come to it by different and entirely separate 
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routes, in due course come to comprise a 
distinct ‘tribal’ entity within that organisation 
—akind ofmasonry whose members recognise 
and know each other by certain signs and 
passwords. It is not as if they merely differ 
from other members in what they do when they 
enter their bedrooms, just as members of a 
body may differ off duty in their choices of 
food, drink, music and favourite pastimes. 
Homosexuals will become bonded towards 
each other in a special way which will lead 
them to see themselves as a distinct interest- 
group within the larger body, with something 
mutual to protect — if it is only their 
invulnerability against ‘victimisation’, 
‘persecution’, or our old friend ‘homophobia’, 
coming from the others. 


Quarrelling 


This does not mean that they will always 
form a united front; quite the contrary, their 
capacity for quarrelling amongst themselves, 
sometimes to the degree of intense hatreds, is 
far greater than that of normal people. But 
when the shrieking has subsided and the ruffled 
feathers settled they can be relied upon, like a 
certain other group we know, to present a 
common front in the face ofa perceived external 
‘threat’. 

I will give an example or two. If the 
organisation is one with a political agenda, the 
homosexuals in it may well take different 
positions in discussions on policy — provided 
that the policy issues in question do not intrude 
into those particularly ‘sensitive’ areas where 
homosexuals perceive themselves and their 
way of life to be threatened, 07 which touch 
upon subjects such as personal morality, family 
values or other spheres where homos feel 
themselves to be on the defensive. Then they 
will argue hotly for solutions which leave their 
own lifestyles unchallenged. 

Like that of another minority, homosexuals’ 
attitude of being on the defensive invariably 
leads to a strategy based on the rule that the 
best form of defence is attack — or, to put it 
another way, that the surest way to security is 
through power. They may sincerely and 
ardently believe in what they see as the 
fundamental principles and objectives of the 
organisation — but always with the proviso 
that those principles and objectives are never 
allowed to include ‘homophobia’ — which 
then becomes extended to any social, moral or 
cultural ideal in which true manhood and 
womanhood, in their undiluted forms, are given 
a high place. 


Dual loyalty 


Homosexuals belonging to a political 
organisation are capable of great loyalty to it in 
the context of its struggle against its external 
opponents; and this loyalty can sometimes 
extend to a passion which their heterosexual 
colleages are hard-pressed to match. But beside 
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this loyalty to the larger organisation is also a 
loyalty to each other, Shaped by the sense of 
their forming a mutually dependent brother- 
hood always under potential threat from a 


latently hostile outside world. This loyalty to | 


the common brotherhood — however bitter 
its internal quarrels sometimes are — can, as 
I have seen, come into conflict with loyalty to 
the greater whole, with disastrous results. 

The author E.M. Forster, one of the 
brotherhood, once revealed perhaps more than 
he intended when he said: ‘‘If I were faced 
with the choice between betraying my country 
and betraying my friends, I hope I would have 
the courage not to betray my friends.”’ It is 
perhaps a rather unfair reflection on the 
homosexual community as a whole that an 
exceptionally high number of traitors have 
been of their number — unfair but something 
we would be extremely foolish to overlook. 

I have said that my own experience of 
homosexuals suggests that they see the surest 
way to security as being through power. There 
may, however, be additional reasons for the 
strong power-drive that such people exhibit. 
A social inferiority complex — whether it be 
the result of very small size, sickliness, 
ugliness, humble origins or whatever — does, 
on the evidence available, seem to drive a 
great many people on to pursue power of one 
kind or another as a means of ‘getting back’ at 
the society they perceive as having slighted 
them. There is a certain logic in homosexuals, 
resentful of a world which, even today, does 
not wholly accept them, feeling the urge to 
strike back at that world by banding together 
as an influential pressure group with muscle 
of its own which can be flexed in the face of 
any perceived humiliations or imagined threat 
of ‘persecution’. Again, the example of another 
minority comes to mind. 


Promotion through the ‘network’ 


But whatever the psychological under- 
currents making for this power-drive, its 
manifestations became clear to me in the 
National Front in the 1970s. One or two 
particular individuals of homosexual inclin- 
ation were not satisfied that they had overcome 
the party’s natural aversion to their kind by 
winning themselves positions of seniority in 
it; they showed that they were determined to 
promote their own kind to boost their numbers 
everywhere they could. We used to getreports 
that this or that person, of sexual orientation 
up till then unknown and not even thought 
about, was doing ‘‘awfully good work’’ and 
really ought to be rewarded by an upgrading 
of status. Naive at the time, I and others fell for 
this old pals act and accepted the recomm- 
endation. Only later did we realise that we had 
been acquiescing in the operation of an 
undercover masonry aimed constantly at the 
extension of the power and influence of its 
‘brothers’. 

We have seen the same tendency in the 
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Two more members of New Labour’s Pink Tendency: Agriculture Minister Nick Brown with 
his friend Ron Davies, days before the Welsh Secretary’s incident on Clapham Common 


Labour Party, with the results that burst to the 
surface last month. Can Tony Blair have been 
particularly happy at such a development? 
Well, Tony himself, while married and with 
three youngsters, has never struck me as being 
exactly the epitome of masculinity. Whilst I 
have no evidence to suggest that he belongs to 
Messrs. Mandelson, Smith, Brown & Davies 
Plc., he does seem to be of a type quite 
comfortable in such company. Didhis meteoric 
rise in the party have something to do with the 
weight exerted by that lobby? 

A Daily Telegraph front-page report on 
November 10th was headed ‘‘Gays welcome 
in Cabinet, says Blair.’’ The report went on to 
quote the Prime Minister’s chief press 
spokesman as saying that ‘‘homosexuality had 
not been and would not become a factor in 
ministerial appointments,’’ and that Mr. Blair 
made appointments to the Government ‘‘solely 
onthe basis of ability.’’ That is utterly comical. 
The four fairies so far ‘outed’ have been abject 
failures in their respective departments, and 
two of them — Smith and Davies — have been 
recognised even by some of their own 
colleagues as incompetent berks promoted far 
above their station. And indeed the manner in 
which the latter handled his moment of 
embarrassment when he was found touting for 
male sex on Clapham Common — not to 
mention his stupidity in going there in the first 
place —wouldtend to back up this assessment. 
Appointed on the basis of ability? I rather 
think not! 

Speaking of these people, an American 
writer, Dave Rollins, has said:- 


‘*One doesn’t have to be homophobic to 
notice that, whereas homosexuality was 


once a lifestyle — or orientation — it is 
now becoming a militant inter-national 
power bloc.”’ 


This is precisely the point. Some journalists, 
while confessing their distaste for some of the 
more blatant exercises in ‘Gay Power’, like 
ostentatious street demonstrations and 
proselytising in schools, are careful to endorse 
‘equal rights’ and ‘non-victimisation’ of sexual 
deviants, and would recoil in horror from the 
proposition that the law forbidding homosexual 
acts be restored. What they do not seem to 
appreciate is that they are here dealing with a 
community of people a large number of whose 
members completely lack the sense of balance 
and discretion to know where to stop in their 
assertion of their ‘rights’. 


In the closet 

Were it possible to keep all of them in the 
closet where they would simply pursue their 
own practices and not attempt to extend them 
and promote them in territory where they had 
no place, there might be an argument for the 
legalisation of those practices. But my 
experience of these people is that all too many 
ofthem are simply temperamentally incapable 
of such moderation. This incapability seems 
to be a symptom of the vast differences in 
character and temperament between homo- 
sexual and heterosexual people, and it is at this 
point that one has to take issue with those who 
say that what such people do in private is their 
own business. Were it only so simple! What 
they do in private is a manifestation of what 
they are — has not Ron Davies himself spelled 
it out clearly enough in his parliamentary 
speech following his exposure: ‘‘ We are what 


we are.’’ — and this manifestation is far from 
being the only one. Homosexuals — and here 
again some generalisation is unavoidable — 
simply cannot be relied upon to react and 
respond to situations in the same way as do 
heterosexual people. That is one reason— and 
a vitally important one — why tradition has 
opposed their being appointed to positions of 
high responsibility and trust within organ- 
isations, whether those be of business, the 
armed forces, the academic world, the civil 
service or politics. And in this as in so many 
other things, tradition has been right. 


Taking over our culture 


Of course, there are areas of life where 
homosexuals have excelled, and the arts come 
prominently to mind. Inthe days when tradition 
ruled, these people were to be found in the 
worlds of music, painting, sculpture, literature 
and, especially, the theatre — not aggressively 
assertive but discreet, recognised by the 
discerning but tacitly accepted as long as their 
habit did not come out into the open. 
Nevertheless, those art worlds were still 
dominated by heterosexual people and 
heterosexual values. As such, they enforced 
the healthier mores of society. 

But, out of the closet, the queers have felt 
free to pursue an aggressive cultural 
imperialism of their own. As their numbers 
and influence have spread, assisted by the 
masonry that is endemic to them, they have 
come to be the pervasive power within British 
artistic life, gradually driving out the 
heterosexual element to the point at which the 
latter has become, in many sectors, a powerless 
minority. The appointment of Chris Smith as 
Arts Minister was, one has to suppose, an 
almost inevitable development in a country 
that has become what one Tory think-tanker, 
Bob Tyrrell, has called a ‘feminised culture’. 


All-pervasive 

And the feminised culture has now become 
all-pervasive. In a thousand ways, large and 
small, we are subjected every day and every 
evening to films, soaps, art and educational 
programmes, intellectual discussions and 
musical fare which undermine heterosexual 
values, and in particular the values of manliness 
on which British greatness was built. 
Contemporary culture idealises the ‘New man’, 
who shares the washing up; who wears ear- 
rings and takes a tremendous interest in ladies’ 
fashions and hair; who looks, speaks and carries 
himself like a creature from some sexual no- 
man’s land; who whines constantly in adversity 
and weeps regularly in public; who thinks 
physical cowardice ‘smart’ and sniggers at the 
idea of heroism in battle. The Diana funeral 
last year was the occasion on which the self- 
expression of this ‘New Man’ came to the 
forefront and identified itself as the prevailing 
badge of British nationhood — a gigantic 
jamboree ofeye-wiping, wailing and collective 
self-pity that would left Kipling disgusted had 


he ever lived to have seen it. 

Perhaps this ‘New Man’ is best epitomised 
by the contemporary. ‘rock’ star, who dresses 
in garish colours, prances on stage like a 
ballerina and emits sounds instantly suggestive 
of castration. But in modified form it manifests 
itself in the personae of many leading 
politicians, of which the reader should not be 
hard-pressed to think of prominent examples. 


What we are 


So what has all this to do with consenting 
adults being allowed to carry out sexual 
practices of their own preference in private, 
and moreover being treated, notwithstanding 
knowledge of their proclivities, in just the 
same way as everyone else when it comes to 
jobs connected with public office? The answer 
is that the one has everything to do with the 
other. ‘‘We are what weare,’’ says Mr. Davies. 
True up to a point. And what we do is an 
indication of what we are. President Clinton— 
though the extreme opposite in sexual 
inclination from the species we are discussing 
here —is an example of the rule. The man sees 
no dishonour in degrading his office, seducing 
White House staff, cheating on his wife and 
then lying about it all to his nation because 
honour is totally absent from his make-up. 
And, this being so, he will act, and has acted, 
with no sense of honour in the conduct of 
national affairs — stuffing his administration 
with racial and sexual minorities each dedicated 
to its own political agenda, acting on the world 
scene as the pawn of the Israeli Lobby and 
being quite ready to bomb innocent civilians 
and medical establishments in order to score 
brownie points with his Zionist controllers. 
This is the man who has proclaimed with 
evident glee that the descendants of the 
European peoples who built America will lose 
possession of their own land by the middle of 
the next century — needless to say, when he is 
no longer around to experience the con- 
sequences. 

The point is that we cannot separate Bill 
Clinton the President ofthe United States from 
Bill Clinton the seducer, wife-cheater and 
sexual hedonist. They are the same man. 
Neither can we separate British Government 
Ministers who have authority and influence 
over vast areas of the nation’s life from the 
individuals who, occupying those offices, feel 
it acceptable to engage in anal intercourse. 
The public person is the same character as the 
private person, with the same weaknesses, the 
same foibles, the same outlook, the same 
priorities, the same loves and hates, the same 
criteria of loyalty and responsibility and the 
same degree of self-control. 

It is no answer to this to point to the few 
cases of great men of the past who performed 
admirable public service and who may — just 
may — have been of homosexual inclination. 
The crucial fact about these men — even 
supposing the homo lobby’s claims about them 
are true — is that they lived and worked within 


Analysis 


dominant heterosexual mores and cultures. If 
they felt within themselves leanings of attraction 
towards members of the same sex, they most 
probably knew and accepted, equally, that 
such leanings were wrong; and they therefore 
usually did what all of us have to do with urges 
towards unacceptable and anti-social be- 
haviour: they suppressed them. If they did not, 
and their behaviour became exposed, they 
took the consequences. Their careers were at 
an end. In this way, homosexuality was 
contained within the narrowest possible limits 
and never permitted to infect the wider society. 
Was Cecil Rhodes such a person? Was Lord 
Kitchener? We will never know, but of one 
thing we do know: had they been, and had they 
been thus revealed, they would instantly have 
been destroyed as public men. Harsh? Maybe. 
Unjust? Quite possibly. A loss of great talent 
to the nation? Undoubtedly. But in these things 
as in everything else, we have to look at the 
larger picture. And the larger picture of their 
times was a picture of the British Nation in the 
ascendant. The larger picture of our times is a 
picture of this same nation in decline, 
humiliation, disorder and impotence. 

It is fashionable these days to deem 
ourselves more enlightened than the 
Victorians. But my guess is that as they gaze 
down from Valhalla on the country of which 
they were so proud their expressions will be 
a mixture of sadness and contempt. 


Boob of the decade! 


Readers should have taken little time to 
notice a huge error on the front cover of 
last month’s issue: the spelling of the 
word ‘armistice’ (the correct spelling) 
as ‘armistace’. We are deeply ashamed 
and unreservedly apologetic. Small 
typos do quite regularly occur — due 
very occasionally to illiteracy but much 
more commonly to the rush in which 
each issue is prepared for the printer. 
Text is proof-read by two people, one 
cross-checking against the other — with 
both in the unfortunate position of 
having their concentration divided 
between editorial duties and what 
sometimes seems like a million other 
matters connected with the cause and 
struggle of which Spearhead is a mere 
part. It does not excuse these errors; it 
merely explains them. 

The problem with the front cover of 
the magazine is that, just occasionally, 
we are so preoccupied with the merits 
or otherwise of the overall design that 
we neglect to check on such much more 
basic things as spelling. Usually one 
colleague spots an error committed by 
the other, but this time we both missed 
it. It was surely the ‘boob’ of the 
decade, and we will qualify for the 
firing squad if such a thing happens 
again before the year 2000, if ever! 
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REVOLUTION THROUGH EVOLUTION 


LEE BARNES believes that national unity demands social inclusion 


THE ARTICLE ‘No Time for Peter Pan’ 
by Nick Griffin in last month’s 
Spearhead represents the most 
important shift in the parameters of 
nationalist thinking for some years. It is 
far reaching, far sighted, pragmatic and 
— most important of all — an election- 
winning formula which we can take to 
the British public and stand a realistic 
chance of winning their support. 

It is good to see that British 
nationalism is continuing to evolve in 
line with changed world and national 
situations. Rather than treating his views 
as heresies and consigning them to the 
fires of exagerrated purism, let us rather 
regard them as the ideological vanguard 
of a new and mature nationalist 
philosophy that will once more place us 
in Britain at the forefront of the 
nationalist movements of Europe. 

Let us recap on some of the 
momentous happenings of the last few 
years: The fall of the Soviet empire; the 
increasing instability of global capitalism; 
climatic change and ethnic conflicts; the 
Chernobyl disaster; the lingering legacy 
of the nuclear arsenals of the Cold War, 
which are poisoning the earth and could 
easily fall into the hands of terrorists and 
gangsters; the rise of the international 
drugs trade; the rise to dominance of the 
ideology and institutions of globalism; 
the Gulf War; the mushroom growth of 
religious fundamentalism; computer- 
isation and the Internet; cheap global 
travel and the spread of the consumer 
society. 


Hammer blows 


All of these have been hammer blows 
to the fundamental tenets of the archaic 
philosophies of the old political parties, 
yet rather than evolve in sympathy with 
the ever shifting reality, politicians have 
been held immobile by the demands of 
their individual paymasters, leaving the 
disenfranchised mass of the people to 
suffer in silence. 

The resulting gap between the 
political establishment and the people 
provides organised nationalism with an 
unprecédented opportunity, if we can 
develop ideas and policies which take 
account of the new realities. Nationalism 
must evolve in order to succeed. 
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Who now can say with any real 
conviction that they are afraid of the Red 
menace or any other obscure external 
evils? More than ever before, these can 
be seen as nothing more than shadows 
that move in our own minds. 

The real evils that threaten this 
country are the ones we ourselves have 
nurtured: poverty; drugs; homelessness; 
cultural alienation; disease and despair; 
poisoned earth and rivers; sexual 
predators; the ecocide of factory farming 
and industrial agriculture; crime; apathy; 
greed; tolerance of wrongdoing, and the 
obsessive pursuit of personal profits at’ 
the expense of society as a whole. 

The liberal state’s policy of enforcing 
educational ignorance by teaching 


children political correctness whilst 
weaning them on greed, has made us and 
them degenerate and decadent. It is not 
the Reds or some other shadowy force 
that is killing kids on the streets of 
Britain; it is the children themselves, 
murdering each other for fun and petty 
cash. Driven insane by a society that 
places a premium on rights at the 
expense of responsibilities and regards 
duty and loyalty as the values of a 
bygone age, who can truly blame them? 
The evil that haunts us is within 
ourselves; it merely manifests itself in 
our children. Drugs gangs and criminals, 
the Mafia and organised paeodophile 


_gangs, those who attack the weak, the 


elderly and the poor in their homes, the 
streets or through the mechanism of the 
stock market are the real international 
enemy in today’s world, not the sad 


remnants of yesterday’s obsolete political 
ideologies. Only when we realise this 
can we hope to combat them. 

Whilst the nation has been bled white 
on the battlefields of Europe twice in this 
century in defence of liberty and lies, a 
cancer of callous indifference to our own 
people’s needs has spread into the very 
fabric of our society. The foundations of 
every democracy in Europe are built 
upon the bones of our fallen youth. The 
bricks of the immense edifice proclaimed 
as ‘Progress’ were mortared with the 
blood of the best of our race. How else 
could it have come to pass that it is our 
own people, the most compassionate and 
kindest in the world, that now represent 
the greatest danger to our country? 


Racial principles 


In the years after nationalism 
becomes the natural force of government, 
we will need to rebuild our nation on 
strict racial and autarchic principles, so 
that if the future ever demands it we can 
act as the bulwark against oppression 
wherever it raises it bestial head and lays 
challenge to the freedoms of the British 
people and our racial brethren elsewhere 
in the world. 

But even before then, the party needs 
to become the voice of morality in a 
sinful age, the guardians of the Holy 
Grail of truth and freedom, for only 
through the moral mechanisms of love 
and reason, order and duty can we 
protect our race, our culture and our 
country. The existing institutions of the 
state have become so discredited by 
myriad scandals that no higher moral 
authority exists other than the self. 
Hence the national revolution must 
begin within individuals — within 
ourselves. 

Our people are sick to death of the 
trough-jostling of the old politicians, and 
their support will one day flow in a tidal 
wave for a movement which they come to 
understand is really different. For that 
they must see that only we will use 
power not to get ourselves to the top of 
the political dungheap, but to elevate the 
many millions without hope of social 
salvation or freedom from the purgatory 
of their insecurity and rootlessness. 

Unless the BNP can thus grow into a 


beacon of hope around which all our 
people can rally, we will remain divided 
and conquered in our own land. We need 
to realise that we are a race teetering 
upon an abyss of extinction, and that the 
time for feuding amongst ourselves over 
obscure political points and semantic 
ambiguities is way past. The racial 
principle will always be the engine that 
drives the party forwards, but the 
ideological baggage that surrounds it has 
to succumb to the dictates of reason and 
utility. Nick Griffin’s article is a sure sign 
that this is happening and that we are on 
the road to success and victory. 


Racial principles 

We need to purge the party of all . 
unnecessary doctrine and dogma until 
only the core nucleus of our cause 
remains — that of the preservation and 
promotion of our race and culture. This 
is not just a matter of negatives — of 
removing others from our midst. We 
must also develop a credo of racial 
inclusion to replace the existing system 
of social exclusion which divides and 
weakens our nation. 

This will not happen all at once; 
particularly because of the nature of the 
British, it will be a matter of evolution 
rather than revolution. But its direction 
will be clear: We must reach out to all 
our people, turning the ‘have-nots’ into 
‘haves’ with a stake in their country. 

Then the people will follow us into a 
far brighter future, for the light of a 
rising sun over a racially united nation is 
so much brighter and attractive than the 
dying embers of the present tyrannical 
system of multi-racial chaos. 


The author is a Batchelor of Laws from 
the University of Kent. 


people a real choice next June! 


£50,000 EURO-ELECTION FUND — 
£31,649 NOW RAISED 


Fresh donations to the BNP’s national Euro-election fund this month came to £3,250, with the One Hundred and Eighty Club 
raising a further £3,685. (With quite a few members paying their £180 in one lump, the Club has now raised a magnificent total 
of £5,585.) Even though no unit figures are available this time, this means that we raised £6,935 last month alone . The BNP's 
total Euro-election war-chest now stands at £31,649. The Blairite failure to get the new PR system past the House of Lords 
will make very little difference to the BNP campaign next June — it’s still going to be the biggest BNP recruitment drive 
ever. To make the most of this opportunity, we don’t just want to reach the £50,000 target, we need to beat it! Have you really 
given what you can afford? Is yourunit really pulling its weight? If not, please join the people taking action to put things right, today. 

lf you have not already done so, we urge you one more time to join the One Hundred and Eighty Club with the card enclosed 
in the last issue. All additional donations, or those from readers who do not wish to join the Club, should be made payable 
to ‘British National Party’ and sent c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent, DA16 3DW. In order to save on administration time and 
costs, donations below £10 will not be acknowledged unless accompanied by an SAE. Please act today to give the British 


The Eleventh Hour 
now available! 


THE NEW edition of John Tyndall’s 
book The Eleventh Hour is now 
available after a brief hold-up due to 
printing problems. We apologise to all 
those who sent in orders following the 
advertising of the book in our October 
issue and who had to wait for delivery. 
All those who ordered the paperback 
edition should have received it by the 
time they read this. Those who ordered 
but have not yet received the hardback 
should get it within a few days. 

As stated in our review in October, 
The Eleventh Hour has been regarded as 
the ‘Bible’ of the British National 
Party. First published in 1988, it has 
now been thoroughly updated to 
incorporate comments on new national 
and inter-national developments of the 
past ten years. The book gives a 
comprehensive coverage of all the 
major current issues affecting Britain 
and explains the nationalist case in a 
way that has not been attempted in any 
post-war work. It is an absolute ‘must’ 
for anyone who wishes to understand 
what the BNP stands for and become 
informed about the life’s work of its 
author. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 
pages, excluding the index. 

Price: hardback £25.00 plus £3.40 
p&p; paperback £17.50 plus £2.75 
p&p. Please make cheques out to 
Albion Press and send to PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


“Today, from out of the chaos 
and the ruin wrought by the 
old politics, new men are 
rising. These new men of the 
new age are now working day 
and night across the land to 
forge the sinews of the 
movement to which their lives 
and mine are dedicated.” 


JOHN TYNDALL, The Eleventh Hour 


Page 11 


Feature 


SWITZERLAND: 


A test case for extortionists, says MAX MORF 


ABOUT 100 years ago, Friedrich Engels 
spoke of Switzerland as a small country 
that, like Holland, fits for a European 
testing-ground for all sorts of political 
and social experiments. Karl Marx’s 
associate was certainly right as far as funds 
extortion is concerned. 

On August 12th, 1988, the big Swiss banks 
Crédit Suisse Group and UBS did a deal with 
the representatives of the victims of the 
Holocaust and various American politicians. 
They agreed to pay US $1.25 billion, in 
return for which all the pending class actions 
against the Swiss banks, Swiss industries and 
the Swiss National Bank would be dropped, 
although claims against certain Swiss 
insurance companies are to continue. This 
agreement enables the Swiss banks to pursue 
their businessin the USA. Only weeks before, 
the banks had proclaimed loudly that their 
final offer was US $600 million, but the 
threat of a boycott forced them to pay more 
than double that. 

How could such a situation have come 
about? To answer this question we have to 
go back to 1934, when the banking-secret 
was introduced into Swiss law, in order to 
protect primarily the interests of foreign 
customers from the authorities of their 
respective countries. The bulk of thése clients 
were German Jews who were treated by the 
banks like other German citizens, i.e. without 
any reference to religion or race. 

Due to her neutrality and her convertible 
currency, Switzerland was considered a safe 
financial haven at the time. As the threat of 
war increased, however, this could not be 
guaranteed. Consequently many depositors 
had their accounts transferred to Great 
Britain, the USA, Palestine or South America, 
to mention just a few destinations. 


Surrounded 

Until 1942, thanks to the Geneva loophole 
with a railway link to the unoccupied part of 
France, Switzerland could maintain 
commercial relations with the Allied powers. 
With the occupation of the whole of France, 
however, Switzerland was completely 
surrounded by Axis forces, and trade was 
limited to those countries. In this context, a 
solid and stable currency was of paramount 
importance to Switzerland, particularly 
because the US assets of the continental 
European countries had been frozen in May/ 
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June 1941, whereafter the Swiss franc began 
to replace the US dollar as an international 
means of payment on the continent. 

Since the international gold standard still 
prevailed at the time, and Swiss gold and 
monetary reserves — 6.3 billion francs — 
were blocked in America, London and 
Ottawa, the stability of the currency 
depended on the delivery of German gold. 

This German gold was even more necess- 
ary as the Swiss National Bank administered 
the golddeposits of the Bank for International 


Settlements in Basle, and of 16 other foreign , 


central banks, and had thus to meet certain 
liabilities. Here is an example of a typical 
gold transaction with Germany: 

The German Reichsbank sold on the 
market gold against Swiss frances, in order to 
pay for the German importation of 
manganese and wolframite from Spain and 
Portugal. The central banks of these countries 
afterwards changed the francs they received 
into gold with the Swiss National Bank. 

The Swiss authorities of the time knew 
that after 1942 some of the gold might be of 
doubtful origin, but they decided to keep 
buying it — not for mere enrichment but to 
maintain monetary stability and to save the 
country from invasion. 


Full and final settlement 

The Allies knew of these gold transactions 
and, in 1946, signed with Switzerland the 
Washington Agreement. Under this settle- 
ment, Switzerland had to pay 250 million 
francs in gold as a contribution towards 
European reconstruction, while the Allies in 
turn gave up all claims on the gold acquired 
by the Swiss during the war. 

Thus the Swiss National Bank doesn’t owe 
a ha’penny to Mr. Edgar Bronfman of the 
World Jewish Congress (WJC), or to 
anybody else for that matter. 

After the war, the vast majority of the 
depositors, their heirs or authorised agents 
could dispose of the accounts without any 
encumbrances. In 1962, agovernment decree 
on the possessions of persecuted Jewish 
foreigners allowed the account-holders or 
their heirs to claim their rights, whereupon 
9 million francs was distributed — three- 
quarters to the entitled persons and one- 
quarter to Jewish charities. 

In 1965, the whole question was verified 
and an inventory produced by the banks in 


question revealed the sum of 32 million francs 
in 775 dormant, heirless accounts. In 1996, 
according to the Swiss Bankers Association, 
there was a total of 38.7 million francs in 
accounts opened by foreign customers prior 
to World War Two, with the owners of 
which the banks had had no contact. It may 
well be the case that some of these accounts 
did belong to Jews who died in concentration 
camps during the war. 

For thirty years after the inventory of 
1965, these dormant accounts were a non- 
issue. In 1995, however, everything changed. 
Switzerland became the target of heavy smear 
campaigns launched by the World Jewish 
Congress and various American Jewish 
organisations. So why did they wait thirty 
years with their claims, instead of taking 
action decades earlier? After all, as we are 
constantly reminded, the ageing survivors of 
the Holocaust need the money quickly! 


Propaganda war 

Knowing that they had neither good rea- 
son nor concrete proof for claiming billions 
of dollars from the Swiss government or 
banks, the claimants waited for the right 
moment to start their propaganda war. The 
ground was prepared on the weekend of 
September 24th/25th, 1994, when the citizens 
accepted the new article 261bis of the Swiss 
penal code ina national referendum. This so- 
called anti-racist and anti-revisionist measure 
was passed by 54.7 per cent to 45.3 per cent, 
and became law on January 1st, 1995. 

The badly defined rubber paragraph can be 
interpreted at the discretion of the judge. 
Thus, anybody who tries to refute, for 
example, a compensation claim by a Jewish 
organisation, runs the risk of being accused 
of ‘racial discrimination’ or ‘grossly 
minimising’ genocide. The bankers who 
recommended acceptance of this law will 
now certainly regret it. 

Another opportunity for blackmailing 
Switzerland was given on May 7th, 1995, by 
the Minister of Finance, Mr. Kaspar Villiger. 
Speaking in parliament tocommemorate the 
50th anniversary of the end of the war, he 
said that Switzerland hada large debt towards 
the Jewish people for having sent back so 
many who tried to enter the country as 
refugees, and for having induced the Garman 
authorities in 1938 to mark the passports of 
German-Jewish citizens with a ‘J’. He 


expressed the regrets of the Swiss government 
and apologised for a “failure which is 
inexcusable.” 

It is true that during a certain period in 
1941 and 1942, no Jewish refugees were 
allowed to enter Switzerland. According to 
different sources, the number of persons to 
refused asylum was between 10,000 and 
25,000. However, Switzerland had nothing 
at allto do with the notorious ‘J’ stamp. That 
idea came from the German authorities, as 
Mr. Villiger should have known. 

Shortly after this undue avowal, bankers 
were warned that they could be arrested 
when abroad if they were not co-operative, 
and the first blackmail followed. On 
September 14th, 1995, a Zionist delegation 
led by Edgar J. Bronfman of the World 
Jewish Congress arrived in Berne for talks 
with the Swiss Bankers’ Association. The 
WJC claimed that the figure of 38.7 million 
francs in dormant accounts was far too low, 
and asked the bankers for a more adequate 
reply and more ‘sensitivity’. 

In March 1996, the WJC warned of a 
boycott of Switzerland by investors, similar 
to that launched against South Africa some 
years earlier. The New York lawyer Ed 
Fagan launched a class action against the 
Swiss banks for US $20 billion, saying on 
August 8th, 1997 that “Germany came to 
trial in Nuremberg, and Switzerland will do 
it here in Brooklyn.” 

The Republican New York senator 
Alfonso D’Amato, chairman of the Senate 
Banking Committee, running for re-election 
in November 1998, and wooing Jewish 
support, organised a public hearing on the 
billions supposedly stolen from Holocaust 
victims by the wicked bankers. He also 
threatened to withdraw the licences of Swiss 
banks operating in the USA. 


Wave of masochism 


Simultaneously, a debasing hate campaign 
was started by the American ancl British 
media. Their Swiss counterparts, politicians 
of all hues, Church leaders and all sorts of so- 
called do-gooders joined the crusade. A wave 
of national masochism swept over the 
country. 

The bankers, fearing the loss of their 
reputations and their American business, 
decided to create a ‘special fund for Holocaust 
victims’. With help from industrialists and 
the Swiss National Bank, this quicly amassed 
some 270 million Swiss francs. This money 
is to be paid to the poorest and most needy 
Jewish survivors. 

Since this sum is about seven times the 38.7 
million uncovered by the inventory of 
dormant, accounts, the naive Swiss politicians 
and financiers thought that the hate campaign 
would come to an end. They were wrong. It 
was stepped up. 

On December 31st, 1996, Mr. Jean-Pascal 


Delamuraz, the former Minister of Public 
Economy — the only member of the 
government with the guts to tell the truth — 
spoke of the blackmail perpetrated by certain 
Jewish groups. Barraged with outrage from 
the left, the clergy and Bronfman & Co., 
however, he was quickly obliged to express 
his regrets for having been misunderstood. 

The anti-Swiss campaign continued and, 
on March 5th, 1997, the government 
completely lost its head. The Minister of 
Justice, Mr. Arnold Koller, made a speech 
explaining the difficult situation Switzerland 
was in from 1940 to 1944. He explained that 
the state could not have acted otherwise, and 
that its actions had been necessary to keep 
the country out of the war. Very wise words 
indeed. But then Mr. Koller added that the 
government were planning a ‘Swiss 
Foundation for Solidarity’ with capital of 
seven billion francs raised by revaluing the 
gold assets of the Swiss National Bank and 
selling some of them. 

The estimated yield of 350 million francs 
per annum is intended to go to ease misery 


Swiss 
historian 
Jiirgen Graf: 
15 months 
prison for 
Thought 
Crimes 


both in and out of Switzerland, including to 
Holocaust survivors. Whether this will ever 
actually happen is still uncertain, for the 
proposal has to be voted on in several polls. 
In the meantime, though, Senator D’Amato 
and his friends immediately seized on the 
proposal as a striking acknowledgement of 
liability. 

So the stupid and hasty offer merely incited 
the blackmailers to turn the thumb-screws 
even more. The threats to boycott the Swiss 
banks then became very serious. The 
moratorium on action was scheduled to 
expire by the end of March, 1998. Shortly 
before that date, Edgar Bronfman said that 
Switzerland would have to pay between one 
billion and ten billion US dollars. Atthe end 
of the long and tedious negotiations between 
the Swiss banks and the self-appointed Jewish 
organisations which resulted, the payment 
of US $1.25 billion was agreed. 

One cannot help but congratulate Edgar 
Bronfman and the WJC for having succeeded 
in forcing once pugnacious and now faint- 
hearted Switzerland to her knees so quickly. 

Dr. Rolf Bloch, the president of the Swiss 
Federation of Jewish Communities, and Dr. 
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Sigi Feigel, a prominent lawyer and Zurich 
Jewish community leader, did not approve 
at all of either the WJC blackmail or the 
media hate campaign which went with it. 
Have they become Swiss nationalists, or do 
they fear acounter-boycott of Jewish business 
enterprises by exasperated locals? 

Perhaps they do not want an angered Swiss 
population to start asking awkward 
questions. They proclaimed that the whole 
story is not so much a question of money but 
of justice, truth, responsibility and insight. 
What do these gentlemen mean by such nice 
words? That the Holocaust must never be 
forgotten, and that anti-Semitism and racism 
must be fought at every level. To that end, 
special courses must be introduced into 
schools, and a Holocaust museum should be 
built (as if the camps of Auschwitz-Birkenau, 
Maidenek, Buchenwald and so on were 
located in Switzerland or run by Swiss staff!). 


Artificial guilt 

So we do not just stand to lose money. Our 
youth must be brainwashed and our entire 
population inculcated with a complex of 
eternal guilt in order to get them to accept the 
massive influx of so-called refugees from > 
Asiatic and African countries. 

Those who dare to protest against this 
obnoxious plan — this real genocide — risk 
being persecuted for racial discrimination or 
grossly minimising a genocide. Here are just 
a few examples of the Stalinist ‘justice’ now 
arising from article 261bis of the Swiss penal 
code:- 

Jiirgen Graf, 47 years, a Swiss revisionist 
author of several books, and his publisher, 
Gerhard Forster, 78 years, were recently 
sentenced to 15 and 12 months imprisonment 
and a fine of 8,000 francs (approximately 
£3,280) each. 

Dr. Max Wahl, 75 years, the former editor 
of the now defunct news-bulletin Ezdenoss, 
was sentenced to 45 days in prison for having 
mailed to his old subscribers a notice saying 
that the “six million exterminated Jews were 
a lie.” 

Over the last two years, several book- 
sellers have been condemned to fines for 
having sold Les myths fondateurs de la politique 
Israélienne (The Founding Myths of Israeli 
Policy) by the French philosopher Roger 
Garaudy — a Muslim former Marxist — and 
other politically incorrect literature. 

Other trials are still pending, for example 
that of Mr. Gaston-Armand Amaudruz, the 
editor of the monthly news-bulletin Courrier 
du Continent, for having written in March 
1995 of the Holocaust as a collection of 
‘mythical facts’. 

Today, Switzerland, as a test case, is 
going through the mangle. Tomorrow it 
will be France, Poland, Sweden, Portugal 
and other countries. 


The author is a Swiss nationalist 
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THE WAR OF IDEAS 


With more and more opportunities for effective BNP recruitment 


drives opening up all the time,and a steadily increasing 
amount of media interest in the party,the Publicity Department 
is firing on all cylinders. Here, BNP Director of Publicity, 
NICK GRIFFIN, presents just four examples of the work of his 
Department over the last few weeks 


JOB No.1 


Trying to make a journalist think 


Dear Mr. Monbiot, 


1 was intrigued to read your article ‘Free 
speech? Excuse me’, which appeared in The 
Guardian of 27/10/98, and in which you 
condemned Living Marxism for failing to 
demand the repression of the British National 
Party. Your summing up ofthe position of LM 
on the BNP (“it’s unfair to associate it with the 
murder of Stephen Lawrence; its activities 
should not be restricted”) in fact raises more 
questions about the nature of your own 
‘liberalism’ and commitment to freedom than 
about the agenda of Living Marxism. 

To deal with your comment on the murder 
of Stephen Lawrence first, you clearly believe 
that the BNP is to blame. There is only one 
problem with this theory: there is not a shred 
of evidence to support it. You are surely 
aware that the police made secret recordings 
of hours of conversations between the white 
youths accused of the murder, and that not 
one of them ever mentioned the BNP, or any 
racial nationalist organisation for that matter? 

Indeed, the only political comment which 
they seem to have passed was praise for 
Enoch Powell. So why blame the BNP rather 
than him? Not one of the youths in question 
has ever been a member of the British National 
Party; the police did not find so much as one 
BNP leaflet in any of their homes; the record 
of their conversations suggests that they had 
never even heard of the BNP. These being the 
facts, how can you justify your implied claim? 


Blaming the weatherman 
There certainly is a problem of racial 
violence in Britain today, but to blame white 
racial nationalists for a development which 
we have long warned is the inevitable result of 
the multi-racial experiment is no more realistic 
than blaming the weatherman for the damage 
caused by a gale of which he warned the 
evening before. I would have thought that a 
man of your intellect would have outgrown 
such primitive notions of sympathetic magic. 
| assume that, faced with the facts outlined 
above, you will fall back on the argument that 
the BNP was in some way responsible for 
creating the climate in which Stephen 
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Lawrence was attacked. This begs two 
questions: 

First, even if the BNP had the resources to 
influence the climate of opinion in a society 
whose schools and media are dominated by 
ceaseless pro-multiracial propaganda, why 
would a political party which seeks power 
through the ballot box have any interest in 
stirring up the racial violence which is so 
often used by the media and by political 
opponents in attempts to dissuade ordinary 
people from voting for us? 


Another white victim 

Second, if the BNP could fairly be assoc- 
iated with the murder of Stephen Lawrence in 
Eltham, then which political organisation 
should be blamed forthe similar racial murder 
of a white youth, Brian Humberstone, by an 
Asian gang in neighbouring Plumstead? 
Bernie Grant’s Labour party? 

Whom do you blame for the death of the 
four white victims ofracial murders in Britain 
in 1996 alone? How about the left-liberal 
teachers and textbook writers whose continual 
emphasis on ‘white racism’ encourages some 
young members of ethnic minorities to regard 
white society, and white people in general, 
with distrust and hatred? 

Whom do you blame for the racial murder 
by stabbing of Louie Wade in Newham earlier 
this year? No-one in all probability, because 
the newspapers which have turned Stephen 
Lawrence into a cause célébre have never 
even mentioned him, so you probably haven’t 
even heard of him. 

Then we come to your apparent endorsement 
of the idea of ‘restricting the activities’ of the 
BNP. Free speech? Excuse me! Now, if you 
want to deny the BNP the right to assemble, 
publish and communicate, you have every 
right to advocate such repression, but please 
remember as you do so that the British National 
Party has amanifesto commitmentto maintain 
such freedoms for the followers ofall political 
views, regardless of whether we agree with 
them or not. How does it feel to be more 
intolerant than the BNP? Who’s the ‘fascist’ 
now? 


I’ve taken the liberty of enclosing with this 
letter a copy of the September 1998 issue of 
Spearhead, as | feel that your belief that the 
BNP should be ‘restricted’ may be based on 
an erroneous view of what the party does, 
believes and says. I am sure that you pride 
yourself on being an honest man, a committed 
liberal and a fearless seeker of the truth, so | 
hope that you will find yourself able to open 
this dreadfully wicked publication without 
fear of mental contamination. 

You will find, for example, on page two, an 
article which refers to your own criticism of 
the Multilateral Agreement on Investment 
(MAI), published recently in The Guardian. 
Should we not be allowed to print such 
material? On page six you will find a feature 
in which I examine the disastrous effects of 
the Common Agricultural Policy and call for 
a revolution in British farming policy. I am 
sure that many of the’ points raised in this 
article will strike a chord with you. For 
example, I criticise the agrochemicals industry 
and in particular the irresponsible genetic 
engineering antics of the Monsanto corp- 
oration. Should the BNP not be allowed to 
publish such articles? 


Inconsistent 
Perhaps you just feel that we shouldn’t be 
allowed to talk about matters connected with 
race? But why do you support the right of 
South American Indians to preserve their 
own culture and ethnic identity, while 
regarding British nationalists who demand 
the same right for our own people — who also 
face biological extinction on present trends 
—as beyond the pale? You are well known as 
a conservationist, but what is the logic of 
conserving rain forests, whales and bushmen 
without also conserving the equally endang- 
ered white race? Would you really ban articles 
like that by Ian Buckley on page 20, in which 
he states that:- 
“The real threat to both black and white 
comes not from racial nationalism but 
from a demented liberalism, which 
conceives’ the world as an immense 
frontierless sweatshop, peopled by 
dumbed-down masses of inderterminable 
stock. 
“Those who oppose this, whether white 
nationalists, patriotic Indian Hindus, or 


te 


the Nation of Islam, are demonised by the 
mass media as ‘haters’, but by opposing 
multiracialism and New World Order 
globalisation, we are in fact the last 
protectors of human dignity, freedom and 
identity.” 

This open letter will be published on 
‘Detoxify’ — the media watch section of our 
website at www. bnp.to, and in the December 
1998 issue of Spearhead. Because we 
ourselves have suffered from censorship and 
denial of free speech in various ways, Mr. 
Monbiot, we will be delighted to publish 
whatever response you may have to the points 
raised above. 

Are you the fearless, radical, iconoclastic 
commentator portrayed in your often excellent 
columns, or are you an intellectual mouse 
who will scurry away from such a challenge? 
I rather suspect that Spearhead’s readers 
already know, but it would be nice, just for 
once, to be proved wrong. 


Yours sincerely, 
Nick Griffin, BNP Director of Publicity. 


JOB No.3 
New issue of 
British Countryman 


With growing numbers of farmers at 
markets and demonstrations all over the 
country (not to mention journalists) now 
commenting that they have already seen 
issue no.1, it is clearly time to produce a 
second British Countryman broadsheet. 

The new version is aimed less at rural 
folk in general and more directly at farmers 
and fishermen, with a BNP fisherman in 
Ulster providing the information on the 
problems faced by the latter group. 

It includes a feature on the party’s 
agricultural/environmental circle, Land and 
People, which should provide a ‘halfway 
house’ for members of the public who 
aren't quite ready to commit themselves 
to joining the BNP proper. 

Issue no. 2 is completed in good time to 
be printed for collection by organisers 
attending the Annual Rally. 


JOB No.4 
First cyberspace IRG 


Advance press reports about the cont- 
roversial Channel Four documentary about 
racial gang rapes bring forward a plan to 
set up an e-mail bulletin service, whereby 
units and activists on the Internet can be 
alerted as to developments which they can 
help turn to the party’s benefit. 

A morning of ‘phone-calls to BNP 
webmasters and media monitors 
establishes the basis of the first electronic 
Instant Response Group. Next time around, 
just one call will reach them all. 


also boasted that 


JOB No.2 
New London leaflet 


“ON AVERAGE, the 
Metropolitan Police invests 64 
per cent more in overall 
resources and utilises 35 per 
cent more in officer days where 
the victim is black.” This 
shocking revelation of the 
extent of anti-white 
discrimination in murder 
investigations came in a letter 
by Home Office minister Kate 
Hoey to London’s Evening 
Standard on 28th October. She 
“the Met has 
solved proportionately more 
crimes where the victims were 
black than where they were 
white. In 1997/98, overall clear- 
up rates were at 24.9 per cent, 
but where the victims were 
black the figures improved to 
41.4 per cent.” 


TWO MURDER 
VICTIMS IS a 

WORTH 64 PER PF. < 
CENT MORE. 
WHAT'S THE 
DIFFERENCE? 


BOTH Louie Wade (left) and Stephen 
Lawrence (right) were brutally murdered 
on the streets of London. Both were 
stabbed to death. Stephen Lawrence was 
attacked in Eltham, in 1993, by a gang of 
white youths shouting racial abuse. Louie 
Wade was attacked in Newham, in 1998, 
by a gang of Asian or black youths, who 
were also heard shouting racial abuse. 

The police arrested a group of suspects 
for the stabbing of Stephen Lawrence, but 
the case against them collapsed through 
lack of evidence. After the stabbing of 
Louie Wade, the police failed to arrest 
anyone at all, so no-one has been brought 
to justice in his case either. 

So what's the difference? Well, have 
you ever even heard of Louie Wade? Un- 
less you live in Newham the answer is 
almost certainly not. As is the usual prac- 
tice when a white person is the victim of 
a racial attack — something which is get- 
ting more and more common — his murder 
got no further than the local paper. 

While the tragic death of Stephen 
Lawrence has scarcely been out of the 
national news for the last five years, the 
no less tragic death of Louie Wade has 
been /gnored. 

While Met police chief Paul Condon has 
apologised publicly for the fact that a huge 
police operation failed to bring justice for 
Stephen Lawrence, not a word has been 
said about the way the unsolved Louie 


Wade murder file has been shoved in the 
back of a dusty cabinet. Nor is his the only 
case; in 1996 alone there were at least 
four racial murders of whites in Britain. 

We white Londoners are now second 
class citizens in our own capital. The anti- 
white discrimination policy of the 
Metropolitan police has now been admitted 
officially by Vauxhall MP Kate Hoey. Ina 
letter to the Evening Standard on 28th 
October, 1998, she wrote that “the Met 
has solved proportionately more crimes 
where the victims were black than where 
they were white. In 1997/98, overall clear- 
up rates were at 24.9 per cent, but where 
the victims were black the figures improved 
to 41.4 per cent.” 

Furthermore, she revealed, analysis of 
murder and suspicious death investigations 
in south-west London show that “on 
average, the Metropolitan Police invests 
64 per cent more in overall resources and 
utilise 35 per cent more in officer days 
where the victim is black.” 

Why? Of course the police should strive 
to clear up crimes against black people, 
but why should they put nearly two-thirds 
more effort into the job than when whites 
are the victims? What happened to 
“equality before the law,” “colour-blind 
policing” and plain fair play? Do whites 
grieve less than non-whites for murdered 
loved ones? As William Shakespeare 
asked: “If you prick us, do we not bleed?” 


bathed 5 STN sks ties i be ete BoB 
Pulling no punches: Front side of the 
BNP’s new London leaflet. While 
developing new audiences, the party has 
no intention of losing contact with its roots 


These startling figures instantly demolish the new myth of 
‘institutionalised racism’. But in a capital city where white rights are 
being crushed by a juggernaut of politically correct policing, school 
indoctrination and media distortion, the powers that be probably 
thought that they would remain tucked away on the letters page and 


promptly be forgotten. 


If so, they reckoned without the British National bay 3 A member in 
London spotted the small but very significant letter, and passed it on to 
the Publicity Department. It had been felt for some time that the party 
needed a hard-hitting new leaflet to spearhead a London-wide campaign 
to win recruits and fresh support in the months leading up to next 
year’s Euro-election campaign, and Kate Hoey’s admission of massive 
anti-white bias in crime-solving was immediately recognised as 


providing the perfect opportunity. 


The resulting leaflet was written, approved and printed within days, 
and looks set to be very effective right across Greater London. The 
reverse side of the leaflet calls for a halt to anti-white racism and 
explains that things will continue getting more and more unbearable 
until white people organise to speak up and demand their rights. “It'll 
get worse, until you help make it better!” concludes the leaflet, which 
sets out the four simple demands of the BNP’s Equal Rights for 


London’s Whites campaign:- 


Equal treatment before the law for all, regardless of ethnic origin 
An end to ‘positive discrimination’ against whites 
A halt to enforced multi-cultural brainwashing in schools 


That local councils put Britons before bogus asylum-seekers 


It is likely that the media and leftist politicians will be driven into a 
frenzy over the fact that the BNP has dared to comment on the case of 
Stephen Lawrence, as his murder — in reality just one of the countless 
family tragedies which have already resulted from multi-racialism — has 
been turned into the latest big stick with which to beat guilt into white 
people and deter them from speaking out against the continuing loss of 
their homeland. 

Since, however, the British National Party is determined to win mass 
support for the dismantling of the multi-racial experiment, we are not 
going to be bullied out of using this opportunity to prick a puffed up 
media balloon. 
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TONY BLAIR — ICEBREAKER 


MARTIN HOWELLS says that the end of the 
hereditary peerage is no concern of ours 


WITH New Labour’s plan to ‘reform’ the 
House of Lords never far from the news, it 
is a good moment to consider the history 
and role of that body from a nationalist 
perspective, and to try to assess how its 
passing or reformation may one day affect 
us. 

The passing of the Parliament Bill in 
1910 by a Liberal majority in the Commons 
settled acontemporary constitutional issue, 
with far reaching consequences. This Act 
prevented by law the Upper House from 
vetoing bills concerned with taxation once 
the same had been approved by a majority 
in the Commons. One thing which made 
this very important at the time was the fact 
that the weight of the taxation régime fell 
on the aristocracy which dominated the 
Lords. More generally, however, the Bill 
also heralded the end of the political 
ascendancy of the British aristocracy. 

Whilst the Parliament Act determined 
the parameters of political power in favour 
of the ‘democratically’ elected Lower 
House, it did not mean that the aristocracy 
lost its influence overnight. In local and 
central government, the civil service, the 
judiciary and the army, an aristocratic near- 
monopoly was to prevail, especially at the 
higher levels, for some decades longer. 

However, in terms of a distinct and 
organised entity pursuing aristocratic 
values, the old order began to disintegrate 
rapidly in the wake of its ‘democratic’ 
constitutional defeat. Traditionally the 
aristocracy had viewed leadership and 
government as a privilege which also 
entailed responsibility. Despite undoubted 
instances of corruption, responsible 
government was at least supposed to mean 
the pursuit of the national interest above 
that of the individual or class. 


No need for bribes 
On this basis the aristocracy considered 
itself accountable in terms of both ethos 
and conduct to the populace as a whole 
without the formal requirement of popular 
election. The hereditary principle placed 
the Lords above and beyond the possibility 
of self-seeking, short-term electoral 
promises. National leadership and states- 
manship could thrive precisely because 
there was no need to bribe the electorate. 
Even when the aristocracy took decis- 
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ions which were clearly very much in its 
own class interest, this must be viewed in 
the light of the paternalistic conception of 
contemporary society. The belief that the 
welfare of the nation was dependent upon 
the welfare of its ruling class was 
widespread and often sincerely held. When 
the nation is viewed as a family unit, there 
is a certain logic to the claim that the well- 
being of the offspring is dependent on the 
well-being of the caring parents. 

With the advance of the exploitation 
associated with the Industrial Revolution, 
this theory was strained to its very limits; 
but, particularly in the centuries before, 
the leadership provided by the hereditary 
aristocracy often proved exemplary, 
producing zreat minds and ability to serve 
the nation as the hour demanded. For all 
its faults and many glaring exceptions, this 


was the ethos and the class that created the 
statesmanship which raised first England, 
then Britain, to world power-status. 

All this, however, was dealt a fatal blow 
by the ‘reforms’ of 1910, which replaced 
the principle of paternal leadership by the 
divisive, openly class-based government of 
the Conservative and Liberal, and later 
Labour, party machines. 

As already noted, however, even when 
the aristocracy ceased to be the ruling 
political élite, it continued to be a political 
élite. This means that representatives of 
the old aristocratic order played a role in 
the national decline which afflicted Britain 
after 1910, something which we must bear 
in mind when deciding where we stand on 


the new plans to hammer the last nails into 
the coffin of hereditary influence. 

With avery few exceptions — Sir Oswald 
Mosley, the Duke of Bedford, Viscount 
Lymington and a few others spring to mind 
— the post-1910 aristocracy pursued 
narrow financial and business interests. 
While a handful of men like those above 
continued to promote the old, time- 
honoured values of paternal leadership, 
statesmanship and service through power, 
most of their fellows ditched their previous 
values and immersed themselves in 
internationalist business ventures or the 
quagmire of politics for self-advancement. 

Perhaps this was partly because it was 
the only way they could find to survive the 
financial pressure imposed by taxation 
reforms designed, some said, to tax the old 
ruling class out of existence. Be that as it 
may, the aristocracy as a whole manifestly 
failed to shoulder the responsibility which 
went with their continued relative privilege. 


Failure 

Even in their new circumstances, there 
was still much which the Lords could have 
done to promote a political culture based 
upon the defence of national values and 
the national interest. Their failure to do so 
inevitably led to the mass of the population 
looking upon the last redoubt of aristocratic 
privilege — membership of the fusty old 
club known as the House of Lords — as an 
anachronism. 

Things could have been quite different 
had the hereditary peers refused to take 
the path of political obscurity and instead 
fought tooth and nail for the wider interests 
of the nation. But by choosing to do no 
more than snipe at the detail of legislation 
(such as the precise electoral system to be 
used to send our ‘representatives to the 
federal European parliament) they did not 
like coming from the Commons, they 
condemned themselves to irrelevance and 
defencelessness in the face of the final 
assault now being mounted in the name of 
Cool Britannia. 

Perhaps it was inevitable that a group 
of individuals imbued with the principles 
of aristocracy would prove incapable of 
making a populist stand on issues which 
could have mobilised large numbers of 
ordinary people on the same side. But at 


least they could have tried. Yet where were 
the Lords when the Labour government 
opened the immigration floodgates? Where 
were the Lords when later Conservative 
governments, motiv-ated by the ‘need’ to 
maximise the profits of big business, 
continued the policy begun on account of 
Labour’s ideological commitment to 
international socialism? 

Where were the Lords when a tiny clique 
of Commons politicians forced through 
the abolition of capital punishment? Where 
were the Lords when British sovereignty 
was sacrificed for membership of the 
monstrosity which even then was clearly 
set to become the United States of Europe? 
Where were the Lords when the Commons 
voted to make Britain a world centre for 
sexual deviancy? 

In each case, a few individuals spoke out 
for common sense, the national interest, 
simple decency and the powerless millions 
beyond Westminster. Overwhelmingly, 
however, the hereditary peers sat behind 
the high walls of their country estates or 
huddled in their London clubs. 

This collective failure to speak out and 
act was not only irresponsible but also 
unforgivable. In neglecting to exercise the 
duties bestowed on them by privilege and 
the respect in which they were still held by 
millions, the Lords failed not only their 
own standards but also the nation which 
had bestowed that privilege upon them. 
Accordingly, how can the hereditary peers 
complain when they are relieved of what 
remains of their political privilege? 


Class-hate 


Of course, Baroness Jay’s commission 
to ‘reform’ the Lords isn’t approaching its 
task of delivering the coup de grace to the 
aristocracy from that point of view. The 
New Labour plan is a matter of old class- 
hate dogma, and the lust for power of 
mediocre little men and ‘wimmin’ who 
would be recognised immediately as 
pathetic social misfits in any healthy 
society. But the Lords’ inability to mount 
an effective defence against this assault is 
down to their own suicidal inactivity and 
acquiescence in the decadent legislative 
trends of recent decades. 

To make the position quite clear, a 
principal reason for ‘reform’ has been stated 
to be that “today’s Britain is a multi- 
cultural, multi-ethnic society, but for 
obvious reasons this is nowhere near 
reflected in the hereditary peerage.” 

Had the Lords added their weight to the 
warnings of Enoch Powell thirty years ago, 
their influence might have given the grass- 
roots opponents of the ‘multi-racial 
experiment’ the confidence to take on the 
Commons and to stop the whole thing in 


its early stages. Since they failed to do so, 
they can hardly complain now that the 
carrion crows of political correctness are 
coming home to roost. 

The now inevitable ‘reform’ of the 
Lords could take one of three forms: (i) 
The Upper House could be abolished comp- 
letely; (ii) All Lords could be made life 
peers and the hereditary element be 
abolished; or, (iii) The peers will be 
augmented or replaced in the Upper House 
by elected members. 

The first option is unlikely to be taken. 
This is partly because it would set all sorts 
of alarm bells ringing about the power of a 
Lower House freed from every last vestige 
of the checks and balances of a second 
chamber. Just as important, however, is 
that it would do away with a valuable 
source of patronage for Labour Prime 
Ministers, who have traditionally rewarded 
loyal class warriors with a seat in the 
Lords. The control freak Blair is the least 
likely person to abolish such a useful carrot 
for keeping the donkeys on the party line. 


Liberal but indigenous 


Whichever of the two other options is 
taken, the result will be the same. The 
hereditary peerage as it now stands 
accounts for some 700 members of the 
Upper House. However useless they may 
have proved in reality, this has at least in 
theory been an impressive numerical 
vanguard of the ethnically indigenous 
people of the British Isles, and even today 
it goes some way towards balancing the 
presence among the life peers of the likes 
of Sir Leon Brittan, Sir Paul Boeteng, 
Lord Ali of Clapham Common and all the 
rest. Its replacement will remove at a stroke 
the lingering British genetic balance of the 
Lords, no doubt including a host of 
specimens representative of the cultural 
and racial makeup of the most fashionable 
sections of Cool Britannia. 

That said, there is nothing here over 
which the BNP needs to shed a tear, let 
alone lift a finger in defence of an institution 
which failed the British nation even before 
it failed itself. Whatever we say, it will 
make no difference to the fate of the 
hereditary peers, and if we were to make a 
futile gesture in their support it might be 
misread as backing for the kind of unearned 
privilege which has no place in a future 
nationalist state which seeks to harness 
the meritocratic principles of nature at all 
levels. 

Furthermore, there is a sound, practical 
reason why we should welcome each and 
every aspect of New Labour’s demolition 
of the old institutions of the British 
establishment. Messrs Blair, Irving and 
Mandelson are scrapping ancient things 
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such as the Lords and the wigs and archaic 
pomp of the High Court because they 
understand that such traditions give the 
British state alarge measure ofits legitimacy 
and public respect. They know that by 
tampering with a myriad of such apparently 
unconnected and minor symbols, they are 
undermining the basis of popular support 
for the very existence ofa sovereign British 
state. 

In their arrogance and ignorance of 
history, however, they have forgotten the 
tendency of the best laid plans of mice and 
men to go aglay. It is true that old 
institutions such as the political influence 
of the hereditary peers could, in theory, be 
a small stumbling block to the Blairite plan 
toturn Cool Britannia plc. into a subsidiary 
of One Europe (a division of Global 
Government Inc.) But it is certain that the 
bastions of the old liberal British 
establishment would act as roadblocks to 
the implemeniation of many of the policies 
by a future racial nationalist government. 

How ironic, then, that by the time the 
BNP is knocking on the heavy doors of the 
House of Commons, and by the time we, 
with similar nationalist parties from all 
over Europe, form the largest block in the 
European Parliament, the ‘reforms’ 
initiated by Tony Blair will have abolished, 
crippled or destroyed public respect for all 
the institutions which would otherwise 
have been strongholds of liberal resistance 
to our own — whisper the word — 
revolution. The more New Labour acts as 
an icebreaker to smash up the old order, 
the easier will be our passage to the new. 


The author is a practicing solicitor and a 
keen student of history 


THEY WERE WHITE AND 
THEY WERE SLAVES 


If one single book ever demolished the 
notion that ordinary white people should 
feel guilty about slavery, this is it. 
Author Michael A. Hoffman reveals the 
heart-breaking hidden history of the 
| white slave trade, which saw hundreds 
of thousands kidnapped, chained, 
whipped and worked to death in the 
American colonies and in factories in 
Britain during the Industrial Revolution. 

The perfect antidote to multi-racialist 
guilt propaganda — take it before 
watching TV, arguing with liberals or 
studying history in high school. 

They Were White and They Were 
Slaves is available for £8.25 incl. p&p 
from ‘Publicity For Freedom,’ PO Box 
14, Welshpool, Powys, SY21 OWE. 
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IT’S SALUTARY at times to focus on our own defects, to 
study where we have gone wrong. Very often we are our 
own worst enemies, and it is all too clear that Britain. has 
invited her own destruction as a people and a nation. In the 
increasingly dire situation which results, the greatest 
service any writer in this magazine can do is to enable 
people to think clearly once again. 

One of the worst facets of this problem, this will to self- 
destruction, is the failure to realise that organisations and 
institutions that once served useful purposes have now 
become worse than useless. 

| think it was William Butler Yeats who once remarked 
that British politics have tended to become more and more 
divorced from reality. For all its dodgy intellectuals, the 
Labour Party did once represent, however imperfectly, the 
interests of the British working class. 

It is superfluous to add that this is most definitely not 
the case today: the party now represents nothing more 
than a collection of squabbling minorities, leavened with 
perverts and crooks, and overshadowed by the grasp of the 
Money Power. Traditional Labour supporters have to put up 
with delightful MPs like the Agriculture Minister, the aptly- 
surnamed Nick Brown, who admits to having given £80 to 
a male ‘lover’ (quick, pass a bucket!) Many of his 
constituents in the recession-hit North East couldn’t afford 
to splash around a sum like that. 

New Labour or Old Tory, they are all hardly worth our 
contempt or hatred. When | hear of their plans and 
initiatives to solve social and economic problems, it always 
reminds me of the scene in an old James Cagney prison 
movie: an old lag sits in jail as his lawyer talks endlessly 
about his plans for retrials and appeals. The convict finally 
exclaims in exasperation “You couldn't get me outta here if 
| was pardoned!” | think that the British people are 
beginning to feel very like that weary jailbird. 

But they only really have their own gullibility to blame. 
Organised religion may be in decline, but it seems to me 
that organised irrationality has grown. It is truly ludicrous 
how easily the masses have been worked up into imagining 
that a medium-sized Arab country, battered and starved by 
sanctions, is in some mysterious manner a threat to this 
country. It may indeed be a threat to a cause dear to many 
of the political and media é/ite, but that’s a very different 
matter, and it’s nothing to do with Britain. 

Most readers will remember the terrible crash of an 
Israeli cargo jet, which caused more than 100 deaths when 
it ploughed into a block of flats in Amsterdam just over 
four years ago. News has just emerged that the ‘plane was 
carrying large quantities of a component of Sarin gas, 
destined for a chemical warfare facility in Israel. 

Sarin is the ‘Nazi German’ nerve gas of the popular 
press; strange how they class it by means of the political 
allegiance and ethnicity of its inventors — a line they 
probably wouldn’t follow with the atomic bomb. 

The average British sap, carefully pre-programmed by 
the media, gets excited about possibly imaginary nerve 
gases allegedly stockpiled by Saddam Hussein, but isn’t in 
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IAN BUCKLEY takes a broad look at modern Britain and concludes that | 


WE ARE OUR OWN ENEMIES 


the least bit concerned about the very real weapons of mass 
extermination and destruction held by Israel. 

One set of actual weapons are a jolly good thing and no 
threat to world peace, but an alleged Arab collection of 
prototype or non-existent chemicals is a terrible menace 
which must be crushed by the military and economic might 
of the entire ‘civilised’ world! A clearer example of hypocrisy 
and double-standards would be hard to find. 

The existence of several hundred nuclear warheads at 
the Israeli Dimona base is also a confirmed fact, thanks to 
Mordechai Vanunu, who spent many years locked in solitary 
confinement in a room the size of a small lavatory for his 
pains (at least there were no Labour Cabinet Ministers in 
with him — Ed.) Is there perhaps any link between Israel's 
arsenal of death and the desire of the Iraqis to develop their 
own deterrent capabilities? 

Returning to problems within Britain, they are more 
related to distraction — an obsession with lesser goals — 
than destruction, even though that will be the end result. 

Thanks to Margaret Thatcher’s interpretation of the ideas 
of Keith Joseph, every Briton from the age of five upwards 
knows the price of everything and the value of nothing. Get 
a few thousand flogged-off shares and put your feet up. 
30,000 pensioners die of hypothermia each year as you sit 
back. Sod ‘em all, I’m alright! 

Then we have examples of people brought to destruction 
by distortion of natural instincts. Every few months there 
comes news of yet another murder of a young woman after 
leaving a nightclub. Unfortunately, many girls do face 
considerable problems meeting a partner in the all-female 
workplaces that are increasingly common today. The salient 
fact here, which is confirmed by recent socio-biological 
research, is that women are programmed genetically to seek 
out a provider. In our modern, decadent society, the 
ordinary lad on the dole or stacking supermarket shelves 
can’t offer much in that regard, so instinct tells girls to look 
for someone like a footballer, DJ, drug-dealer or rock star — 
the typical dissipated habitués of city discos. So genetic 
impulses which worked well over centuries of rural life now 
lead to dismal ends in the twilight world of the nightclub. 

And, however bad things get, people still put up with 
them. Typical British stoicism is another trait which does us 
no good today. A few days ago | watched a news report 
which seemed to sum up this defect. A cloud of 
hydrochloric acid had been released accidently from a 
chemical works in Northwich, and hung over the Cheshire 
town for hours. One resident told the reporter that “You get 
used to it, and it’s not as bad as it used to be before the 
other factory closed.” 

My God! What can you do with such people? We need to 
stop saying sorry when someone else treads on our toes. 

We have a simple, stark choice: We can either change 
our destructive habits and modes of behaviour, or we can 
proceed ever further down the road to oblivion, with less 
and less chance of a return to any sort of healthy society. 
We in the BNP have already made our choice; it is time for 
the British as a whole to decide. 
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BNP BENEFIT 
CONCERT 


Report and photos by BARNABY ORE 


SATURDAY 31st October saw a major, 
seven-band, concert organised by Coventry 
BNP in conjunction with the Blood and 
Honour and Independent Voice music 
movements. 

Unfortunately the concert clashed with 
a British Movement Halloween social in 
London, so the attendance was not as large 
as it might have been, but more than 200 
nationalists from across Britain attended, 
as did individuals from Germany and 
Poland. Members ofthe BNP were of course 
present, alongside members of the British 
Hammerskins, British Movement and a 
few from the National Front. 

First up were Nottinghamshire band 
WhiteLaw, whose excellent set included 
_ the brilliant Rise Up, Combat 84’s Rapist 
and Fetch the Rope. Although these lads 
have yet to release a full-length CD they’re 
a great live act and worth watching out for 
in future. 

WhiteLaw were followed by Bulldog 
Breed, made up of members of English 
Rose and Squadron. Their set was, by their 
own admission, in need of practice, but 
they still got the crowd going, closing with 


their classic Made in England. Special 
thanks are due to both the first two bands, 
as they were on their way to the BM social 
but stopped to give their support to the 
BNP despite the date clash. 

Local lads Avalon took the stage next, 
opening with the brilliant This Is War. Two 
other songs which proved very popular 
were Skrewdriver’s This Land Is Ours and 
I Believe (We Can Win), which unfort- 
unately suffered when the female backing 
vocals were lost due toa failed microphone. 

Both these tracks are on the BNP benefit 
CD ‘Our Europe ... Not Theirs,’ and This 
Land Is Ours — which is written from the 
perspective of a young farmer facing the 
loss of his inheritance to City speculators 
— is available as a sound file linked to the 
BNP’s Land & People website. 


Loyalist lass 
Avalon finished their set with No 
Surrender (To the IRA), helped out by a 
Scottish loyalist lass who stepped in to sing 
The Sash alongside the usual bass solo. 
Next on were West London’s Legion of 
St. George. Two of the band members had 


Always crowd-pleasers: South Wales’s Celtic Warrior in mid-set 


All the way from Sweden to support 
the BNP: Top young band Germania 


been struck down by tonsillitis, but two 
lads from Cambridgeshire’s Conquest filled 
in for a short set which included the 
thought-provoking God’s Right Hand and 
the crowd-pleaser White - Preservation 
Society (complete with Michael Caine 
impression!) 

The biggest surprise of the night were 
Sweden’s Germania who, except for their 
appearance on the ‘Our Europe ... Not 
Theirs’ CD were more or less unknown to 
most of the crowd. Their set was impressive, 
with a particularly good reception for Lost 
Lives and Man Against Time, as well as a 
powerful cover of Skrewdriver’s Hail the 
New Dawn. 

Second from last were Welsh band Celtic 
Warrior, who dedicated their set to their 
comrade Andrew ‘Stinko’ Lewis, who died 
of cancer earlier this year. Celtic Warrior 
never disappoint and their highly profess- 
ional performance included Violent Storm 
favourite Land of My Fathers and 
Mississippi, with Avalon’s bassist Aky 
stepping in on backing vocals. 

Closing the night were white resistance 
music veterans Brutal Attack. Although 
their start was delayed by technical 
difficulties, they still produced a very 
professional set, which went down well 
with the crowd from the opening tribute to 
Ian Stuart, Always Near, to the inspiring 
closing song, Tales of Glory. 

So another evening of white music 
and unity came to an end, but not before 
the bands had helped Coventry BNP to 
raise a whopping £550 towards the West 
Midlands Euro-election fund. No reds, no 
police, no trouble — as usual nowadays. 
Very many thanks to all involved. 
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Ungoodthink 


BLAIR’S BRITAIN 


State harassment of dissident writer 


The name Alexander Baron will be 
known to many readers of Spearhead. 
Although Mr Baron is an associate 
member of the Islamic Party of Britain 
and a committed libertarian rather than 
a racial-nationalist, he has done 
excellent work in exposing the 
machinations of the insidious 
Searchlight organisation. He has also, 
partly on account of that, fallen foul of 
Britain’s political police. 


On November 1, 1996 he was arrested and 
thrown into Brixton Prison on trumped- 
up charges. He was indicted for — among 
other things — assault occasioning actual 
bodily harm by writing a letter (I kid you 
not). After an eight-day trial at which he 
defended himself and at which Gerry Gable 
gave evidence against him, he was 
acquitted. 


Spurious pretext 


Since then Britain’s political police have 
dragged Mr. Baron into court on two further 
occasions and recently, on another spurious 
pretext, raided his premises and confiscated 
his computer. He was convicted at 
Horseferry Road Magistrates Court on 
January 27 this year under the Malicious 
Communications Act and again on June 
26, this time for ‘harassment’. Both 
convictions were upheld on appeal, but, I 
hasten to add, neither of these acts are 
criminal offences in the somewhat more 
liberal United States, which has const- 
itutional guarantees of freedom of 
expression, notwithstanding unremitting 
attempts by powerful anti-free speech 


of the history of the last war. 
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Send a card to a ‘Thought Criminal’ 


Please spare a thought this Christmas for German prisoner of conscience Gunther 
Deckert, who is spending yet another year locked away from his family. Former 
Chairman of the National Partei Deutschlands, Herr Deckert has just had a further 
two years added to his Thought Crime sentence. 

He is one of more than 2,000 people now in prison in liberal-totalitarian Germany 
simply for the peaceful expression of heretical thoughts concerning various aspects 


Please note that Herr Deckert is once again only being allowed to receive mail 
written in German, so please pick a card with space for your own message and 
write the appropriate greeting: “Frohe Weinachten und schoenes neues Jahr.” 

Please help to flood our friend Gunther Deckert with Yuletide cards, thereby 
giving him moral support, and getting up the nose of the totalitarian German 
régime. Remember that postage to Western Europe is now 30p. 

Send your card to: Giinther Deckert, Politischer Haeftling, Staatsgefengnis, 
Schonbornstrasse 32, D-76646, Bruchsal, Germany. 


lobbies including the drastically misnamed 
Anti-Defamation League. 


It is Mr Baron’s second conviction which 
concerns us most, and indeed should 
concern everyone. On April 21 -he was 
accused of making a ‘menacing’ phone- 
call to a Benefits Agency civil servant. He 
protested his innocence but was arrested, 
charged, remanded in custody, and 
eventually convicted, on no evidence 
whatsoever. The call was said to have been 
made from a public telephone box, on a 
day and time when Mr. Baron was involved 
in another court case. 


At the trial, the original charge of making 
the call was dropped in favour of one of 
‘harassment’, which requires an absolute 
minimum of two acts. The other two ‘acts’ 
were two letters to a civil servant, neither 
of which he denied writing. One of them 
could be considered defamatory towards a 
third party, and the other was sarcastic in 
tone, but neither could realistically be 
regarded as threatening by any normal 
person. 


The first letter had been written in reply to 
a letter from the civil servant in question, 
so the prosecution couldn’t even claim 
that it was unsolicited. The Stipendiary 
Magistrate found that all three acts 
constituted a “course of conduct” which 
was likely to be construed as harassment, 
and added that it was inconceivable that 
anyone but Mr Baron had made the phone 
call concerned. 


At the trial, however, it emerged that there 


were no witnesses to this phone-call bar 
the woman who claimed to have received 
it, who had not even met the investigating 
officer. An important document which 
should have rendered the “similar fact 
evidence” inadmissible had also been 
concealed by the police. 


Mr Baron was obliged to appeal because, 

his having been convicted on a mere 
allegation, his political opponents — 
including the notoriously unprincipled 
Searchlight arson gang — had been given 
carte blanche to have him thrown into 
gaol on any subsequent occasion, merely 
by accusing him again. 


Mr. Baron is not only an active rearcher 
and publisher in the field of historical 
revisionism; he has repeatedly hit 
Searchlight with extraordinarily well- 
researched refutations of some of its 
personnel’s more outrageous lies, and has 
also cost various of its distributors 
thousands of pounds in libel action 
settlements. Clearly such activities have 
made him some powerful and influential 
enemies, which perhaps explains the 
extreme lengths to which the powers that 
be seem have already gone to try to silence 
him. 


Conclusive proof 


At the appeal, which concluded at Inner 
London Crown Court on November 2, and 
at which a BNP member gave evidence in 
his defence, Mr Baron was able to prove 
conclusively that he had not made any 
such telephone-call. He did this by 
obtaining written confirmation from British 
Telecom that no public, or other, telephone 
in the vicinity of the court had any record 
of acall made to the designated number on 
the day on which it was alleged to have 
been made. 


It is not widely known that the authorities 
have apermanent record of the destination 
and duration of every telephone call made 
from every telephone — public and private 
— in the country. This facility was known 
to the investigating officer, and could 
certainly have been used to absolve Mr 
Baron of blame. At the appeal she claimed 
she had not mentioned this at the 
Horseferry Road trial because she hadn’t 
been asked about it! 


In spite of overwhelming evidence in Mr 
Baron’s favour, the prosecution then made 
the absurd claim that he had made the call 
to another number, covering his tracks by 
managing to have it redirected not once 
but twice! 


Under cross-examination, Mr Baron 
challenged the prosecution to make a call 
under the same conditions and to have it 
redirected as claimed; when the prosecutor 


ignored his challenge Mr Baron pointed - 


out to the judge that he was offering 
empirical evidence while the prosecution 
had offered only innuendo. 


Dangerous precedent 


In spite of proving he could not have made 
the call — if any such call had in fact been 
made — Mr Baron has been saddled with 
a total of nearly a thousand pounds in fines 
and costs from these two contrived 
prosecutions, which is bad enough from 
his point of view, but if this conviction is 
upheld by the Division Court it will mean 
that anyone could be convicted of 
harassment for writing two letters to a civil 
servant. 


First and foremost on that list must be the 
Lawrence family, who only obtained a full- 
scale inquiry into the bungled murder 
investigation of their son by ‘harassing’ 
numerous police officers, including the 
Commissioner of the Metropolitan Police 
himself. 


On another note, it means that in future 
any individual or organisation who 
persistently ‘harassed’ the BNP could also 
end up in court. The ‘anti-harassment’ law 
was introduced in the first instance to 
combat the ‘stalking’ of women, which is 
primarily a sexual act. In practice, however, 
it has been used against journalists by the 
police, and against ‘animal rights’ activists 
by at least one pharmaceutical manu- 
facturer. 


The misnamed 1997 Protection From 
Harassment Act has thus become yet 
another weapon in the growing armoury 
of the liberal totalitarian state in its war 
against political dissent. While it is of 
course right that women be protected from 
‘stalkers’, this is yet another bad law which 
a future BNP Government will need to 
rewrite as it restores the rights and freedom 
of the British people. 


Readers who wish to show their support 
for Mr. Baron in the face of this 
persecution can do so by buying those of 
his publications which are stocked by 
Freedom Books (see pages 23 and 24). 


Ungoodthink 


ENDANGERED SPECIES 
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Our Europe... | 


fash 


Not Theirs 


Best selling white resistance music cd 


em 


Stunning and thought-provoking full 
colour A3 poster. £2.50 each incl. p&p. 
Generous discounts for bulk orders. We 
also sell pins, patches, historical posters, 
cards and postcards, music videos and 
cds. The best seller at present is the 
powerful BNP Euro-fund benefit cd ‘Our 
Europe... Not Theirs’ (pictured left), which 
is available for just £12 incl. p&p. 

All profits from Tyr Services sales go 
to the British National Party. Please makes 
cheques/POs payable to ‘Tyr Services’, 
or send 2 x 1st class stamps for full 
catalogue to:- 

Tyr Services, 
BCM Tyr Services, 
London WC1N 3XX 
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The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW 


SIR: Nick Griffin’s piece in November's 
Spearhead is brilliant. | couldn’t agree 
more — loose cannons and self- 
publicising ‘extremists’ are an imped- 
iment to a voter-friendly public image. 
PHILL EDWARDS 

BNP Media Monitoring Unit 

Leicester 


SIR: November’s Spearhead is yet 
another splendid example of your 
publication. It contains so many varied, 
well-written and informative articles, 
each one deserving special comment 
and commendation. It is very hard to 
single out a specific item for praise. 
However, the six-page dissertation by 
Mr. Nick Griffin, entitled ‘No Time For 
Peter Pan!’, is in a class of its own. 
Congratulations to Mr. Griffin for 
summing up so well the whole complex 
issue of nationalism v. multi-racialism in 
Great Britain today — and the 
motivation of the BNP’s detractors. An 
awesome and truly magnificent 
educational tool for all who have the 
wit and reasoning power to learn from 
it. 
Mrs. |. MALCOMSON 
Hants. 


SIR: Nick Griffin’s excellent article in 
last month’s Spearhead has the 
potential to propel the BNP into the 
political mainstream. 

At some stage in the life of every 
successful political movement, 
ideological posturing has to give way to 
the realities of winning over the hearts 
and minds of the people. This requires a 
recogntion that only a tiny minority will 
ever fully share the movement’s 
ideological convictions, and a deep 
understanding of the psychology and 
character of those people. 

Nick Griffin’s analysis of the British 
national character is spot on. He is so 
right in his observation that ordinary 
Britons will only support a nationalist 
party “which speaks for them, in the 
reasoned, quiet, decent voice with 
which our people have traditionally 
spoken.” 

This aspect of our national character 
also explains the genuine abhorence 
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(yes, I’m afraid it really is as strong as 
that!) of the ordinary non-politicised but 
patriotic British people for those who 
advocate forcible repatriation. After all, 
as Nick Griffin says in his article, why 
should they elect a government which 
proposes to make the immigrants suffer 
for the treason of the white race 
traitors? 

The solution is for the BNP to offer 
the people what we know they want 
and what the media will look silly in 
opposing. That means stopping all 
immigration now, the deportation of 
criminals in accordance with existing 
legislation, and the provision of 
generaus resettlement grants for those 
who wish to take advantage of these. 
Even to hint of anything more — for the 
time being — will condemn us to an 
eternity on the fringes of British politics. 
PAUL TINSLEY 
Sheffield, Yorks. 


SIR: Nick Griffin uses the language of 
the liberal and the multi-racialist when 
he condemns the person who wants a 
(forced) repatriation policy as a 
‘crank’... He says, as Mike Newland 
said on Talk Radio, that “it’s a matter of 
numbers,” or in other words we don’t 
mind a couple of million here but not 15 
million! 

We should only talk about race... 
Forget about attacking the homsexuals, 
as to do so is to split off a large part of 
our population who are strongly 
opposed to the multi-racial society. 
ANONYMOUS 
Kent. (Extracts from a four page /etter). 


SIR: In 1951, as a youthful member of 
Oswald Mosley’s Union Movement, | 
had the dubious pleasure of assisting 
their local candidate paint a slogan on a 
wall in Brixton. It said: “Keep Brixton 
White!” Spearhead readers will agree 
that the campaign was not exactly 
successul. The ‘KBW’ slogan was 
extended to “Keep Britain White” — 
again, not a resounding success. 

As the fifties turned to the sixties | 
continued my opposition to the political 
establishment’s policy of allowing mass 
immigration of non-European peoples 
into our homeland. Those of us, 
including John Tyndall, who carried on 
the fight in the first BNP and then in the 
formation of the National Front (of 
which | was a founder) called for a 
complete halt to further immigration, 
except for genuine students on a 
temporary basis, and phased 
repatriation with resettlement grants 
where necessary. This was still 
politically practical up until twenty years 
ago, when people of second and third 


generation immigrant stock were still a 


_ very small number. 


However, the intensification of the 
brainwashing of our people has meant 
that the BNP policy of phased 
repatriation, including those born here, 
has diminished its potential vote. This is 
apart from the fact that it has become 
very apparent that it will soon be illegal 
to say this. 

| must congratulate Mike Newland on 
his handling of this issue on the Talk 
Radio programme. Picking up on his 
theme, Nick Griffin then presented his 
mould-breaking 5,000-word article in 
your November issue. There is no point 
in my wasting your space by going over 
the points he raises. All | can say is that 
it is probably the first time in my life 
that | have agreed with every word 
written by someone eise! 

| particularly liked Nick’s concluding 
quote (from Lenin): “There is no political 
cunning which cannot be overcome by 
greater political cunning.” 

JOHN BEAN 
Newmarket, Suffolk 


SIR: In ‘No Time For Peter Pan’ we are 
faced with the truth at last. 

Nick Griffin judges correctly. Anyone 
familiar with the way most British 
people think will know that they would 
never vote for a party that advocated 
forced repatriation and, | would say, 
particularly if the leadership claimed to 
recognise no morality apart from a 
hypothetical “what is good for the 
White Man.” 

| agree with Nick Griffin that 
Christian belief is not an essential for a 
nationalist leader. But neither can it be 
discounted, because it is the unspoken 
basis of the way that our people have, 
over the centuries, grown to think. It is 
at the root of the culture we defend. 

Incidently, the belief “that England 
will be saved if enough people pray to 
the Virgin Mary to intercede for us” was 
also the opinion of Alfred the Great 
before and after his desperate but 
decisive battle with the Danes. 

We are all deeply indebted to Mr. 
Griffin for hitting so many nails on the 
head in his timely article. | hope he will 
not be offended if | confess that its 
appearance in Spearhead was, for me at 
least, an answer to prayer. 

Miss JOAN WHITE 
Canterbury, Kent 


Editor’s note: Many more letters were 
received on the subject of Mr. Griffin’s 
article, which produced the largest 
postbag for some years. They were 
favourable to his argument in the 
proportion of ten to one. 


FREEDOM BOOKS (PHONE 0374 454893) 


Please note that the BNP Book Service 
has been renamed ‘Freedom Books’ in 
order to encourage orders from 
uncommitted members of the public. 


AGRICOLA and GERMANIA (Tacitus). £6.99. 
The great Roman historian describes our Celtic 
and German ancestors in about 100 AD. Two 
books in one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 
AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various 
aspects of the collapse of modern civilisation. 
1981, 375pp. 

...AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE (David 
Icke) £13.50. A very individual and controverial 
study of the global financial and political e/te. 
1995. 474pp. 

ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (ed Campbell) £15.00. A 
handsome, well-illustrated book covering the 
history of England and the culture of its peoplefrom 
the 4th to 11th century, 1982 rep. 1991, 272pp 
APOCALYPSE 1945: THE DESTRUCTION OF 
DRESDEN (David Irving) £15.00 An updated 
version the 1963 account of this real "war crime" 
— the Allied terror bombing of an undefended 
city, packed with refugees fleeing from rape and 
murder at the hands of the Red Army. 1995, xiv, 
315pp. 

ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £9.99. 
Convicing picture of life between the 4th and 7th 
centuries when Celtic Britain was abandoned by 
the legions to the Picts, Scots and Anglo-Saxons. 
1971 (rep 1989) 437pp. 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 
250pp. 

BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE 
(Dorothy Whitelock) £6.99. Describes Anglo- 
Saxon culture and organisation and relations with 
the Celts between the leaving of the Romans and 
the coming of the Normans, 1952, this ed. 1991, 
256pp. 

BELL CURVE (Richard J. Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray) £25.00. This important book, which has 
aroused enormous controversy in the USA, deals 
with differences in intellectual capacity among 
people and groups. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 
BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.25. A strong plea for British independence 
from EC bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 
BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. 
Subtitled ‘A history of four nations’ this is an 
outline of British history by an academic historian 
stressing the role of the non-English parts of the 
British Isles. 1989, 324pp. 

CALL IT CONSPIRACY (Larry Abraham) £14.00. 
Shows how socialism is a product of the wealthy, 
and how money manipulation has disastrous 
political consequences.1985, xvii, 325pp. 
CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel 
about the destruction of the white race by Asian 
immigrant invasion. Once on sale in ordinary 
bookshops, but now only available from the 
nationalist underground. 1973, 311pp. 

CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and 
individuals seeking to suppress the historian David 
Irving’s freedom to travel and communicate and 
of the smear campaign against him. The book 
relates largely to Mr. Irving’s efforts to get into 
Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 

CASTLE OF LIES: Why Britain must get out of 
Europe (Christopher Booker and Richard North) 
£8.95. Devastating effects of European 
bureaucracy on our daily lifes and how the truth 
is covered up. 1996, xii, 244pp. 


CELTIC MYTHS AND LEGENDS (D.W. Rolleston) 
£1.99. The myths of the founders of Britain.First 


Prices given in each case do not include postal 
charges, which should be estimated by 
calculating one eighth the total value of the 
order, except in the case of overseas orders, 
where those about to order should first enquire. 
Minimum postage for UK orders is 5Op. 
Payment, in sterling only, should be enclosed 
with all orders. All cheques or postal orders 
Should be made out to “FREEDOM BOOKS” 
only, and should not be included in remittances 
sent to associated bodies for other items. 
Orders are likely to be dealt with more quickly 
if ‘FREEDOM BOOKS’ is marked on the 
envelope. Please send all orders to our mail 
order address: PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 

DA16 3DW. 
w ti wi 4 
Please note this fact, which is of great 
importance: the books sold through Freedom 
Books are written by many different kinds of 
authors holding a number of different political 
viewpoints, very few of them being in any way 
connected with the British National Party. The 
party’s Book Service distributes these books 
because it is felt that they fill important gaps in 
public information and understanding of vital 
national and international issues. This does not 
mean that all of what is printed in these books 
should necessarily be taken as representative 
of the policies of the British National Party. 
We reserve the right to differ with some of the 
authors on some parts of their writings. 


published early this century, reprinted 1994. 
457pp. 

CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent 
history that have not found their way into 
textbooks or newspapers. A welcome return to 
print. 1974, 48pp. 

CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John 
Charmley) £20.00 A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship 1940-57 showing the disastrous 
consequences of Churchill’s faith in US friendship. 
1995. xv, 427pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s WW Il 
leaders.1987, 591pp. 

CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John 
Charmley) £30.00. This massive work follows in 
the footsteps of David Irving in its demolition of 
the myth of Churchill as a great national leader, 
though the author is less scathing in his treatment 
of his subject than is Irving’.1993, 742pp. 
COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 20th century decline in 
the political, industrial and military fields. A 


The earliest 
detailed 
account of 
the customs 
and nature 
of our 
Teutonic 
and Celtic 
ancestors. 
Learn more 
about the 
ancient 
roots of the 
European 
culture 
which the 
BNP defends 


PO Box 117, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DW 


classic work by a mainstream historian 643pp. 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo P. 
Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 


CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£17.75. A best seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little 
known and long suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
CRIMES AND MERCIES (James Bacque) £14.50. 
The shocking treatment of German civilians under 
the Allied occupation, 1945-1950. 1997, 288pp. 
* Paberback edition £8.99 


DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. Important work on the money power and 
its threat to the freedom of mankind. The author 
was a distinguished RAF officer and active 
nationalist. 1956, rep. 1992, 72pp. 
DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £8.25. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and 
injustices. 1995,vii,126pp. 

DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £15.50. This book has attracted 
worldwide attention, dealing as it does with racial 
problems in America and not just simply the 
black-white situation. 2nd edition 1981, 613pp. 
EUROPE’S FULL CIRCLE: CORPORATE ELITES 
AND THE NEW FASCISM (Rodney Atkinson) 
£7.95. Argues that the EU is fascist and corporatist 
in inspiration. Discusses the Bilderberg Group, 
the CIA andinternationalists such as Arnold Tynbee 
and Joseph Retinger. 1996, 149pp. 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “’...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of 
the Second World War...the definitive revisionist 
work on the subject.’ 1989, 732pp. 

FORGED WAR CRIMES MALIGN THE GERMAN 
NATION (Udo Walendy) £6.66. A study of the 
photographic forgeries used to denigrate Germany. 
2nd ed. 1989, 80pp. 


FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 


‘Mark Baimbridge and Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 


reappraisal of Britain’s membership of the 
European Community.1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL TYRANNY... STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the UN is being developed 
as anomnipotent global government, suppressing 
national identities and freedom. 1992 xvii, 350pp. 
HEREDITY & HUMANITY (Roger Pearson) £9.65. 
Cover race, eugenics and modern science. A 
scholarly but eminently readable criticism of 
egalitarianism by the holder of a Ph.D. in 
Anthropology. 1996. 162pp. 

HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘new world order’. 1993, 233pp. 

HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. Revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s 
Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 
1991,Vl, 857pp. 

HCAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £5.95. A scientist applies 
clinicalmethods to an investigation of the 
‘Holocaust’ and dissects a number of popular 
myths. 2nd ed. 1977, 315pp. : 
HOLOCAUST DENIAL: NEW NAZI LIE OR NEW 
INQUISITION? (Alexander Baron) £8.50. Defends 
the rights of revisionists and exposes the lies of 
those seeking to suppress free enquiry on the 
subject. 1994, 179pp. 

IDEOLOGY OF OBSESSION (David Baker) £35. 
Study of the life and thought of A.K. Chesterton, 
one of the major figures in British nationalism 
from the ‘30s to the ‘70s. Not a hymn of praise, 
but generally fair. 1996, xiii, 250pp. 


(Contd. overleaf) 
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IMPERIUM (Ulrich Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of 
the post-war period. The author rejects Marx, 
Freud and other ‘culture distorters’ and demolishes 
the whole ideology of ‘liberalism.’ Originally 
published 1948, 625pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? (Prof. 
Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey of 
modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 
1983, 94pp. 
JAILED IN DEMOCRATIC GERMANY (Hans 
Schmidt) £12.50. The ordeal of a US citizen who 
was jailed in Germany for a revisionist artcle 
written and published in the US. Germany is still 
a totalitarian state! 1997, 490pp. 

JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £11.99. An absolutely vital book by an 
heroic Israeli professor. This detailed examination 
of the deeply anti-Gentile teachings of the 
Talmudists is a real eye-opener. 

KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 
Harvey) £7.99. A former farming journalist 
describes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain. A 
truly shocking and important book. 

LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £7.99. The 
disgraceful story of how the anti-Communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over for slaughter 
by the Soviets between 1944 and 1947. 
LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashions that are 
threatening our future. 1980, 246pp. 

LIARS OUGHT TO HAVE GOOD MEMORIES 
(Alexander Baron) £4.99. An exposure of the lies 
and crimes of the Searchlight ‘mole’ Ray Hill and 
a demolition of his ridiculous book The Other Face 
of Terror. 1994, 128pp. 

MARCO POLO REPORT (institute of Historical 
Review) £13.00. The extraordinary story of how 
international pressure groups compelled a popular 
Japanese magzine to close after it published an 
article on revisionism. 1995, 30 A4pp. 
MATTER OF LIFE OR DEBT, A (Eric de Mare) 
£4.75. A distinguished architectural historian 
examines the flaws in our financial and banking 
system and offers a remedy based on the ideas of 
C.H. Douglas. 1983, 140pp. 

MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 

NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£8.00. An outline of the secret history of the 
events leading up to the Second World War. The 
author had the honour of being imprisoned without 
trial for four years during World War Il, despite his 
status as a member of parliament. Originally 
published 1952, 128pp. 

NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo F. 
Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial tensions 
in anumber of areas, showing that they are based 
not on hate or bigotry but on natural, universal 
tendencies. 1993, 145pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police 
state. 1972,288pp. 

NUREMBERG: THE LAST BATTLE (David Irving) 
£20.00 An exposure of the hypocrisy and 
criminality of the Nuremberg war-crimes trials. 
Uses unpublished diaries and documents. 377pp. 
ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT (William Greider) 
£9.99. Subtitled The manic logic of global 
capitalism, shows the threat posed by the global 
economy to the societies and economies of 
individual nations by currency transfers and the 
shifting of production to low-wage countries. 
1997, 582pp. 

ORIGINS OF THE ENGLISH NATION, THE (H. M. 
Chadwick). £16. The origins of the Anglo-Saxons, 
Germans, Jutes and Danes, with maps showing 
the ancient homelands in Europe and Britain. 
1907, rep. 1983, 233pp 

PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C. C. 
Josey). £10. Eminent scholar argues that 
civilisation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
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A ‘must’ for 
every serious 
student of 
racial 


nationalist 
ideas. Many 
believe that 
the author 


was 
murdered in 
an American 
jail. Find out 
why. 


nations. 1923, rep. 1983, 227pp. 


POISONED CHALICE OF ‘HOLOCAUST EDUC- 
ATION’, THE (Alexander Baron) £1.99. A critique 
of Carrie Supple’s From Prejudice to Genocide, 
exposing the mendacious propaganda thrust down 
the throats of children in the name of holocaust 
education, 1998, 28 A4 pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements which wield it in 
the present century. 1982, 101pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20 A4 pages. 


RACE AND REALITY (Cariton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £17.00. 
A reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Anglo- 
Saxons, Vikings and Normans, with information 
on related peoples of Europe. 1885 rep 1983, vi, 
273pp. 


RACE PROBLEMS AND HUMAN PROGRESS (W.C. 
George) £4.00. Shows how the racial egalitarian 
dogma is flawed despite the influential forces 
promoting it. 1967, 80pp. 


RECONSTRUCTION TRILOGY, THE (Thomas 
Dixon) £12.00. A reprint of three great novels 
dealing with the ‘Reconstruction’ of the American 
South after the Civil War as seen from the 
Southern Whites’ point of view. Dixon’s novels 
inspired the epic D.W. Griffith film Birth of a 
Nation, the race mixers’ least favourite picture. 
1902-1907, rep. 1994, xx, 550pp. 


RESTORATION OF PROPERTY, THE (Hilaire 
Belloc). £3.50. Reprint of the 1936 classic by the 
co-founder of Distributism. Trenchant criticism 
of both capitalism and communism. More timely 
now than ever. 1984, 78pp. 


ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 
Connolly) £17.50. A former official of the 
European Commission exposes the lies and deceit 
involved in the establishment of the ERM and the 
dangers involved in European monetary union 
and European federalism.1995, xviii, 427pp. 
SEARCHLIGHT ON GERRY GABLE’S NAZI LINKS 
(Alexander Baron) £1.99. Further exposure of 
some of the dubious people employed by, or 
associated with, Gerry Gable. 1998, 23 A4 pp. 
SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION ULSTER 
MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) £5.99. The 
author’s solution of self-determination for Ulster 
under the Crown may be contentious, but the 
book makes plain the neglect and mismanagement 
to which the province has been subjected by 
direct rule. 1992, 192pp. 

SOME TO MECCA TURN TO PRAY (Mervyn 
Hiskett) £12.95. An examination of Islamic values 
and tradition with important sections on the 
relations between Moslems and host societies 


and Islam and Zionism. 1991, 357pp. 


SPEARHEAD BINDER £7.60. Made to hold 12 
copies of Spearhead magazine. Keep your valuable 
collection of back-numbers in perfect condition 
and ready for handy reference. 

STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War II by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy. Stalin incited 
World War Two, hoping to seize Western Europe 
in the ensuing chaos.1987, 152pp. 

SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Bryan B. Monahan) 
£7.80. Aseries of articles from the Social Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to 
Britain’s survival and offering solutions to the 
problem of inflation. 1971, viii, 124pp. 

THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt and 
others) £4.50. A cost benefit anyalysis of the 
UK's membership of the EU and a description of 
the various alternatives to membership. 1996, 
111pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power structures that 
exist in today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 

THUS SPAKE ZARATHUSTRA (Friedrich 
Nietzsche) £6.99. The doctrine of racial progress 
and the development of the Superman. This ed. 
1969, 343pp 


TO RESTRAIN THE RED HORSE: THE URGENT 
NEED FOR RADICAL ECONOMIC REFORM (Alan 
D. Armstrong). £11.95. A businessman discusses 
the origin of our money system, its social and 
ecological consequences and proposals for its 
reform. 1996, 137pp. 


TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. 
Enigmatic businessman defends the concept of 
the nation state and points out the perils of free 
trade, particularly from the far East. 1994, 216pp. 


TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson & 
Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and detailed 
exposure of the illegal and unconstitutional action 
of the Government in signing the Treaty of 
Maastricht. 1994 123pp. 

TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £4.40. 
Describes the effects of the ‘winds of change’ in 
Africa and the agencies responsible for the plight 
of that continent today. 3rd ed., 1995,xv,92pp. 
VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 7he 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 
113pp. ; 
VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The 
links between Wall Street finance and the Russian 
Revolution are proved beyond all question by an 
established scholar. 1974, 228pp. 

* WAR AND THE BREED (David Jordan) £8.00. 
Fine reprinting of a remarkably far-seeing book , 
first published in 1915, which argued that the war 
then raging would do incalculable damage to the 
genetic make-up of Britain and Europe. Disturbing 
but fascinating. 1981,127pp. Hb. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel 
prize-winner in chemistry, points the way to a 
satisfactory and beneficial financial system. A 
long-established classic. 1926, rep. 1983, 320pp. 


WITNESS TO HISTORY (Michael Walsh) £3.50. 
Large 64-page magazine format. Stunning 
compilation of quotes, mainly from Allied sources, 
which gives a very different view of WW2. 1996. 
ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. Lilienthal) 
£19.00. Sensational exposé by a non-Zionist Jew 
of Zionist power politics. 1982, 904pp. 


ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of 20th century 
history, covering such events as the Bolshevik 
Revolution, the origins of WW2, the creation of 
Israel and the relationship between communism 
and capitalism. 1992, iii, 205pp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE (Institute of 
Historical Review) £2.00. A 12 page report on 
the murderous activities in the US of the Zionists 
in the Jewish Defence League. 


op 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 


A New Way Forward 
A summary of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 83p post-free. 


Fight Back! 

British National Party manifesto for the 1992 election. 
Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way Forward 
(above) but with different title, cover design and 
introduction. 83p post-free. 


Where We Stand 
An abridged statement of BNP policies. Standard 
information brochure sent to enquirers. 33p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Booklet outlining the British National Party case against 
the EC and in particular against the Maastricht Treaty. 
Produced by BNP Devon Branch in collaboration with 
party headquarters. 64p post-free. 


The Enemy Within 

Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of mass 
brainwashing. The booklet comprises the text of an 
official complaint by the party to the Broadcasting 
Complaints Commission. 56p post-free. 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This is the publication that so many have been waiting 
for. The handbook is a comprehensive instruction course 
in all the essential techniques needed in promoting and 
building the British National Party at local branch level, 
starting from scratch when the activist is entirely alone. 
This booklet is a mine of information that all activists, 
old and new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a ‘must’ for 
everyone who wants to be more than just an armchair 
nationalist. The Handbook is illustrated and runs to 71 
pages. £2.00 post-free. 


BNP Propaganda handbook 

Spreading the Word is a handbook on propaganda 
designed to supplement the Activists’ Handbook. 
Illustrated, Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) Speaking 
from the platform and presentation of Party meetings. 
Special attention is also given to dealing with enemy 
smears — valuable for this alone. £2.00 post-free. 


BADGES & MERCHANDISE 


BNP Badges 
British National Party badges with logo in red, white and 
blue. £1.60 post-free. 


Union Jack lapel badges 
£1.60 each post-free. £1.38 each post-free for 10 or 
more. Wear and sell anywhere. 


VITAL ! 


Britain Reborn is 
the British National 
Party’s 1997 
general election 
manifesto. In 64 
large pages, it 
examines all the 
problems facing 
our country today, 
and sets out the 
BNP policies which 
will meet the challenges ahead. 
Essential reading! Price £3.55 incl. p&p. 
Don’t miss it — order today! 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £3.86 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 
BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto sports bags, jackets, etc. £1.60 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 


SAVE OUR STERLING! 


Not just a good recruiter but also an 
ideal ‘warm-up’ leaflet for the Euro 
election. By picking on an issue 
already popularised by the main- 


stream press, this leaflet virtually 
guarantees a good response. 
Whatever else you put out, use ‘SOS’ 
as well. £8 per 1,000 plus £5.15 
p&p, or just £5.80 postage for 2,000. 


Do you think? Hard-hitting leaflet on the scandal of 
continued mass immigration under the guise of ‘asylum- 
seeking’ . Ideal for general use, because the issue clearly 
affects every taxpayer in the country, and perfect for any 
of the growing number of areas where asylum-seekers 
are stretching social services and local tolerance to 
breaking point. 


The Full Monty. Exposes Tony Blair’s unbelievable 
recommendation that skilled men thrown out of work by 
New Labour’s Tory globalist economic policies should 
retrain as strippers! Even more arrogant than Norman 
Tebbitt’s infamous “On your bike” comment, this 
disgusting suggestion has given the BNP a leaflet which 
can be used to devastating effect in Labour’s old 
industrial heartlands. 


Conservative? Not any more! Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters and activists, and particularly 
useful in the constituencies of Tory MPs who attack the 
BNP. Exposes the liberalism and perversion which 
riddles the Conservatives. 


Stop the building! Calls for a halt to the planned 
destruction of the green-belt by up to five million new 
houses. Exposes immigration as the motor of the threat 
to our countryside. 


These two-coloured, double-sided leaflets all cost £8 
per 1,000, with postage charges of £5.15 for 1,000 and 
£5.80 for 2,000. 


Other publicity items in stock are the headline-grabbing 
A4 anti-paedophile leaflet, ‘Stop Labour’s attack on the 
welfare state’,‘Defend British Fishermen’ and British 
Countryman. Call 0374 454893 for details. 


Regular leafletting is the key to increased recruitment. 
These are first class propaganda weapons, use them 
to build the British Resistance! 


BNP VIDEO RECORDINGS 


Rally November ’97. Video of the second BNP rally of 
the year. Excellent regional reports, plus stirring speeches 
from Richard Edmonds, Nick Griffin and John Tyndall. 


Rally January ’97. Video of the postponed 1996 BNP 
Annual Rally, held in London on January 25th 1997. 
Speeches by Dr. Donald Stevens, Nick Griffin, Richard 
Edmonds, John Tyndall and overseas guest José Ramos. 


Rally ’95. Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged in 
London on November 1 1th 1995. Hear and see speeches 
by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, Thomas Andersson, 
Michael Newland, Dr. William Pierce and John Tyndall. 


Videos of Rallies ’95-’97 cost £15.83 each, 
including p&p. 

Rally ’94. Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged near 
London on November Sth 1994. Speeches by David 


Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther Deckhert, Claude 
Cornilleau, Michael Newland and John Tyndall. 


Videos of Rally ’87, Rally ’89, Rally 90, Rally 91, 
Rally ’92and Rally ’93 are also available. All feature a 
wide range of speakers, including John Tyndall, Richard 
Edmonds and David Bruce, plus some excellent 
contributions from local BNP officials and guest speakers. 


Videos of Rally ’87 to Rally ’94 cost just £13.05 incl. 
p&p. Allare ideal to show to family or friends, or for 
use at local BNP meetings if a main speaker is not 
available. Use them to help speed up the political 


education of new recruits, or to inspire ‘old hands’ to 
that vital bit of extra effort. TV is a powerful weapon 
— use it to help build the BNP! 
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East London council elections ‘Vote BNP’ video. 
Includes the uncut general election broadcast. 17 
minutes of ground-breaking publicity material, 
the “Vote BNP’ video costs just £6.50 incl. p&p. 


BNP AUDIO TAPES 
Rally ’95. Tape-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged in London on November 1 1th 1995. Hear speeches 
by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, Thomas Andersson, 
Michael Newland, Dr. William Pierce and John Tyndall. 
£6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


BEST-SELLING TAPE! Two recorded talks by John 
Tyndall: The BNP: a movement for the new century. An 
exposition of the main BNP policies; Time for action! A 
summons to the lazy and the apathetic to stir themselves 
and get involved! £6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White Race 
patriots. Truth At Last is not a BNP publication but the 
topics are most enlightening covered as they are with 
total freedom of speech and frankness. Send £5 note for 
trial 6 month subscription. Obtainable from: Truth At 
Last, PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


NATIONAL VANGUARD 


Serious and thoughtful magazine produced by Dr. William 
L. Pierce of the National Alliance but of interest to white 
people all over the world. Appears irregularly. Send 
US$5.50 for sample. 6 issue subscription: air mail 
US$30; surface mail US$18. Remit in US currency 
only. PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, USA. 
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BNP Action 
BNP PREPARATIONS CONTINUE TO BUILD 


FROM THE GROUND UP 


SOUTH WEST 


TWO important regional meetings held 
last month showed clearly that the BNP 
is getting down to serious work to 
strengthen the party’s organisational 
structure ready for the wave of new 
inquiries and members which will result 


from next year’s Euro-election campaign. 


The first was a South West regional 
rally, held in Bristol. Ably chaired by 
regional organiser Bruce Cowd, the 
meeting started with heartening local 
reports by Steve Parnell (Devon group) 
and Paul Harris (Glastonbury/North 
Somerset group). Nationalist veteran 
Graham Manning then spoke on how the 
changing external situation was 
producing great opportunities for a 
serious, well-organised party 

He was followed by BNP j)ir :ctor of 
Publicity, Nick Griffin, who delivered a 
thought-provoking and very well 
received speech based on his article in 
last month’s Spearhead. After questions 
and a break, the meeting was shown 
video footage of recent TV news 
coverage of the BNP’s countryside 
campaign, and, by way of contrast, the 
party’s own East London local elections 
canvassing video. 

The BNP’s South West webmaster, 
George Jeffrey, then outlined proposals 
to form a peaiene! co- jcadeabulatiohia team 
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which, it was agreed, should be set up 
immediately to give the party the best 
possible base from which to exploit the 
benefits of the Euro- campaign. 

In addition to the collection raising 
£238, Bruce Cowd asked members to 
make pledges to help to finance the 
party’s West Country Euro-campaign. 
After Bruce started the ball rolling with a 
personal promise of £500, a total of 
£1,750 was pledged. Although this will 
not be included in the figures for the 
party’s Euro-fund, regional officials are 
confident that all this, and more, will be 
forthcoming next Spring, and will help 
the BNP to run the most widespread and 
effective campaign ever launched by a 
British nationalist organisation in the 
South West. 


EAST LONDON 


Meanwhile, back on more traditional BNP 
territory, a joint meeting between Tower 
Hamlets and Waltham Forest showed 
that the reorganisation programme 
launched recently by East London 
regional organiser Tony Lecomber is 
beginning to bear fruit. 

More than fifty BNP supporters heard 
reports by Hackney and Tower Hamlets 
organiser Paul McHale, and Waltham 
Forest organiser Alan Gould. The main 
speeches were by Mike Newland, Frank 
Forte and Richard Edmonds. 


East London BNP also now has its 
own fast-developing website. Run by 
Newham’s Ken Francis, this includes _ 
local news, articles by East London BNP 
activists, rebuttals of the latest lies by 
the editor of the Newham Recorder, join 
up and subscription forms, and much 
more. 

Although poor areas such as East 
London do not have such a large Internet 
community as more wealthy areas, the 
number of ‘hits’ and local enquiries 
generated by the site is rising steadily 
already, and it is clearly a good thing 
that, as more East Enders get Internet 
access, they will find that the local BNP 
already has a well-established 
cyberspace presence. 


The site will be found at 
www.users.globalnet.co.uk/ ~ foxy1 


RADIO GAGA 


A further example of the growing 
organisational sophistication of the BNP 
was provided at the start of the month 
by the Media Monitoring Unit’s telephone 
and postcard alert to units and isolated 
activists following the remark of a BBC 
Radio Five sports commentator that he 
didn’t know the reason for the minute’s 
silence which was observed at all League 
football matches to mark the start of tne 
Royal British Legion’s Poppy Appeal. 


BUILD THE BNP — READ AND SELL 
BRITISH NATIONALIST 


The monthly official BNP newspaper has 
ten big pages packed with news and facts 
| the controlled mass media don’t want you 
to get to know about. 
The new issue exposes the landmark legal 
ruling — hushed up by the national ‘right- 
wing’ papers — that asylum-seekers have 
the right to turn down down council offers 
of housing and to choose the places they 
wish to live. Confirming that this is the 
case, Mr. Justice Scott Baker said that 
councils must “make economies 
elsewhere” to meet the resulting extra cost. 


British Nationalist — 
the Voice of Britain! 


For sample copy, bulk rates and 
subscription details, send 3 first class 
stamps or 2 IRCs to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


When a MMU spokesman telephoned 
the BBC to complain about the 
commentator’s flippant dismissal of the 
observance, he was told that he was the 
only person who had called. In order to 
put this right, and to raise awareness of 
the BNP’s patriotic message among ex- 
servicemen and -women, the Media 
Monitoring Unit promptly circulated a call 
to BNP activists to contact local 
branches of the British Legion telling 
them of the BBC’s disgraceful lack of 
respect and asking them to complain as 
well. 

Several dozen British Legion clubs and 
branches were contacted in the East 
Midlands alone. MMU organiser Phill 
Edwards wishes to thank those people 
around the country who also acted on 
this information for their prompt 
response, and to remind those unit 
organisers who didn’t bother that such 
requests for action are not sent out just 
for fun. 

In future, such action alerts will also 
be sent out to the party’s growing list of 
e-mail activist contacts. This system is 
ideal for encouraging participation in 
radio phone-in programmes and 
complaints to broacasting authorities. 
Any readers who wish to be added to 
this list should e-mail their details to 
MMU@bnp.to 


OWN GOAL! 


The efforts of Bedworth and Coventry 
activists in the nearby town of Nuneaton 
have been rewarded with some excellent 
newspaper coverage, which immediately 
produced several follow-ups. As reported 
in October's Spearhead, they distributed 
large numbers of a leaflet explaining that 
the vicious racial attack on a Labour 
councillor by an Asian gang was only a 
symptom of the growing problem of anti- 
white violence by militant Muslims. 

The front-page headlines arose when 
the silly councillor himself condemned 
the British National Party for using the 
details of the attack in its recruitment 
drive. As a result, the local paper 
reprinted chunks of what the party had 
to say on the subject, including the fact 
that the BNP describes itself as “the only 
party that speaks for the white 
majority,” and reminded its readers yet 
again about the initial incident. 


BRADFORD 
ACTION 


Bradford BNP activists have again hit the 
nail on the head of local concern by 
putting out? 5,000 copies of a leaflet 
detailing how lax policing and various 
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Speakers at the Bristol rally. Left to right: Graham Manning, Bruce Cowd, Nick Griffin 


other factors connected with their city’s 
multi-racial experiment have made it the 
drugs capital of Yorkshire. 

In addition to being worried sick about 
the danger to their children of being 
sucked into the drugs-crime-and- 
prostitution cycle, large numbers of 
white people in the area are also livid 
that the police — who had just arrested 
44 Bradford City fans after some minor 
rowdiness — failed to arrest a single one 
of the Asian rioters who petrol-bombed 
property, cars and police lines during the 
disturbances of November 5th. 

The combination of continued BNP 
activity and yet another outbreak of 
multi-cultural lawlessness seem to be the 
factors behind an upsurge in calls from 
Bradford to the party inquiry line over 
the last two weeks. 


LONDON I.R.G. AT 
FARMERS’ LOBBY 


Members of the BNP’s London Instant 
Response Group attended the farmers’ 
lobby of Westminster on Wednesday 
18th November. Eight party activists 
took the day off work to hand out copies 
of the new ‘Who Is Culling Britain’s 
Farmers?’ leaflet to the demonstrators. 
Although the protest organisers had at 
one stage hoped that 2,500 people 
would attend, only a few hundred turned 


up on the day. This was the result of a 
Government announcement at the start 
of the week of an aid package for hill 
farmers, combined with the efforts of the 
sell-out leadership of the National 
Farmers Union to persuade their 
members not to go. 


Worries are also mounting over the 
increasingly political role of the police 
where farmers’ protests are concerned. 
Not only have officers up and down the 
country been ordered to collect 
intelligence on,the individuals organising 
demonstrations, but Special Branch 
photographers were out in force to take 
pictures of everyone who turned up at 
Westminster. Whatever will they make of 
the snap of top Tories Gillian Shepherd 
and Norman Fowler toddling into 
parliament clutching BNP leaflets? 

Despite the low turnout of farmers, the 
British National Party team are to be 
congratulated on their work. There is a 
well-developed grapevine among the 
most militant of the protestors, and news 
of yet another BNP initiative on this front 
will spread quickly among people who 
will soon find that New Labour's 
promises are worth nothing unless 
people organise to force Blair & Co. to 
keep them. Britain’s farmers remain on a 
collision course with the state, and only 
the BNP will back them when the crunch 
comes. 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover production 
and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations from our 
supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in these 


columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle our 
magazine. Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to: Spearhead, clo PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested, in which case an 
SAE would be much appreciated. Thanks. 
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SOMEBODY LIKE YOU JUST GOT 


SIX MONTHS 
HARD LABOUR! 


That’s the sentence we in the British National Party have 
given ourselves by deciding to turn next June’s Euro- 
election into the biggest and most sophisticated 
campaign ever run by a racial nationalist organisation in 
the whole of British history. 


It’s going to involve meticulous planning, in-depth 
training, audacious campaigning .... and large amounts 
of money. We’re going to do it — there’s no turning back. 


The only question is whether you will sit and watch, or be 


an active part of the nationwide team which is going to 
make 1999 a watershed year for our race and nation. 


To make the most of this great opportunity, the BNP 
needs more leafleters, more fund-raisers, more local 
organisers, more paper-sellers, more cyberspace 
activists, more media monitors. Where wili we find them? 
Where indeed, if you don’t lend a hand. Everybody can 
do something; nobody can afford to do nothing 


DON’T BE A NOBODY! 
BE A BNP SOMEBODY! 


For more information on the British National 
Party send 50p, or a larger donation, to:- 


The Secretary 

c/o P.O. Box 117, 
WELLING 

KENT DA16 3DW 

© 0374-454893 

=] www.webcom.com/bnp 
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